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know very well, and the experience of every gen- | 
tleman will bear me out in the declaration, that | 
no single article of supply. furnished to the Gov- | 
ernment, under the contract system, comes fairly || 
up to the standard; and it never has been other- 
wise, from the foundation of the Government to 
this hour. ‘Take, for instance, candles, soap, or || 
any other article you choose, and you will fed a || 
deterioration from the samples in every article || 
that is supplied. No supervision, no inspection, | 
no means of investigation, will ever prevent it; be- || 
cause the quality of the article cannot be ascer- | 
tained until itis distributed all over the globe in the || 
shipsof war, or wherever else it is required to be 
used. 


Then itis discovered that the candles run | 
away, and that the soap will not effect the pur- || 
poses for which itis designed, in salt water, and || 
all that sort of thing, [laughter,] even although 

the contractors have given adequate security that | 
the candles will not run, and that the soap will | 
be equal to the purposes for which it is required. 

(Renewed laughter. ] | 

Now, ! desire that the people who use these | 
candles and this soap shall be protected. I desire 
that that sort of light and that sort of soap shall | 
be given to them that shall come up to the stand- 
ard of the proposals invited. I have referred to 
these two articles because every gentleman uses 
candles and every gentleman uses soap, [Cries of 
“Oh no!’ and laughter;] and when he sees can- 
dies that will ran, and soap that will not wash, 
he will recollect that the contract system is a fail- 
ure, and wifl come here and vote intelligently, as 
a gentieman ought to do who hasa seat here, and 
break up the contract system altogether. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, this is the sort of econ- 
omy that 1 would practice in the expenditure of 
this Government. I would have the supplies for 
the Government bought in open market. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 1] 

Mr. SHERMAN, of Ohio. It is evident that 
we cannot finish this bill to-day, and I therefore 
move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker having | 
resumed the chair, Mr. Hopkins reported that | 
the Committtee of the Whole on the state of the | 
Union liad had the Union generally under con- | 
sideration, and particularly the bill of the House 
(No. 872) making appropriations for the service 
of the Post Office Department during the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1860, and had come to no 
resolution thereon. 


EVENING SESSION. 


Mr. ABBOTT. I move the adoption of the 
following resolution: 
Resolved, That the resolution of the House, authorizing 


evening sessions, be so extended as to allow a session this 
evening. 


Mr. McQUEEN. I object; and new move | 
that the House adjourn. 

The question was taken; and the House re- 
fused to adjourn; there being, on a division— | 
ayes 42, noes 83. 

Mr. ABBOTT. I move a suspension of the | 
rules for the purpose | have indicated. 

The question was taken; and the rules were || 
suspended. 

The resolution was then adopted. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I ask the 
unanimous consent of the House to discharge the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
from the further consideration of Senate bill No. |! 
S41. It is for the protection of the piers and || 
light-house at Chicago. I have a letter from the || 
engineer in eharge, in which he says that, unless || 
this appropriation is made, the piers will go to | 
decay and the light-house topple over. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I move a sus- || 
pension of the rules. 

Mr. ABBOTT. [ask the gentleman to with- 
draw that motion; otherwise we will not have a 
night session. 

. Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I withdraw 
it for that purpose alone. 
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Mr. BURNETT. 
now adjourn. 

The House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. ABBOTT. I move that the rules be sus- 
pended, and that the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, (Mr. Smiru, of Tennessee, in the chair.) 

Mr. ABBOTT obtained the floor. 

Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. The understand- 
ing is, that there will be no business done, nor 
votes taken, at the evening session. 

Mr ABBOTT. Certainly. 

Mr. MORGAN. Ifthe gentleman will yield, 
I will move that the committee take a recess un- 
til seven o’clock, p. m. 

Mr. ABBOTT. I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. MORGAN. I submit that motion. 

The motion was agreed to; and at five o’clock, 
p. m., the committee took a recess until seven 


I move that the House do 


|| o’clock, p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. 

The Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union resumed its session at seven o’clock, 
p- m.,and by unanimous consent resumed the 
consideration of the President’s message. 

Mr. ABBOTT being entitled to the floor, ad- 
dressed the committee for an hour. [His speech 
will be found in the Appendix. ] 

Mr. SEWARD. Mr. Chairman, I expected 
to occupy the floor this evening; but under the 
present circumstances, I think I will not do so. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I will occupy the floor, then, 
if the gentleman has no objection. 

Mr. SEWARD. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. FOSTER. With the gentleman’s permis- 
sion I will not trouble the committee with the read- 
ing of some remarks I have prepared upon the 
subject of a European and North American rail- 
way. lI ask leave to print them. 

No objection being made, leave was granted. 

Mr. GILMER asked and obtained leave to 
print a speech on the bill introduced by his col- 
league, [Mr. Brancu,] to establish a national 
foundery in the valley of Deep river, in North 


Carolina, setting forth the superior advantages of 


said valley for such an institution. 

Mr. LOVEJOY addressed the committee for an 
hour upon the subject of slavery. 

Mr.OTERO. Lask leave to hand the reporters, 
for publication, some remarks I have prepared 


upon the depredations of the Indians in the Terri- | 


tory of New Mexico. 
Leave was granted. 


Mr, MONTGOMERY next addressed the com- | 


mittee upon the tariff question. 

Mr. HATCH addressed the committee on the 
condition and demands of the inland commerce 
of the country. 

Mr. JACKSON next obtained the floor, and 
addressed the committee in defense of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury. 

Mr. LAMAR then addressed the committee on 
the tariff quéstion, and in reply to Mr. Sranron. 
[These speeches will be found in the Appen- 
dix. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Washingtor, obtained the 
floor. @ 

Mr. STANTON. If the gentleman will permit 
me, I would like to make some reply to the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi. _ 

Mr. STEVENS, of Washington. I have been 
here two nights waiting to get the floor. 1 cannot 
yield now. 

Mr. STANTON. I should like to make the 
remarks I desire to submit at this time, and on 
the impulse of the moment. 


Mr. GROVER asked leave to print a speech | 
which he had prepared, upon the subject of the | 


Oregon war debt. 
Leave was granted. 


Mr. STEVENS, of Washington, addressed the 
committee in reference to the 


regon and Wash- 


ington war debt. 


¢ {These speeches will be found 
in the Appendix. ] 

Mr. FOSTER moved that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the committee rose;and Mr. Grover having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. Smitn, 
of ‘Tennessee, reported that the Committee of the 
W hole on the state of the Union had, according to 
order, had the Union generally under considera- 
tion, and especially the annual message of the 
President of the United States, and had come to 
no resolution thereon. 

Mr. SMITH, of ‘Tennessee, moved that the 
House adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly (at half past eleven 
o’clock, p. m. )sadjourned. 


IN SENATE. 


Tuespay, February 22, 1859. 
’ o , 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
NEGOTIATIONS WITH SPAIN. 

Mr. BELL. I think it my duty to call atten- 
tion to the resolution which I submitted yester- 
day, which was then objected to, and, of course, 
had to lie over under the rule. i rise now, not 
so much with a view of pressing the considera- 
tion of it, as to say that an hour or two hence, if 
the business of the Senate will permit it, in def- 
erence to the wishes of the honorable Senator 
who is the chairman of the Committee on For- 
eign Relations, [Mr. Mason, [ shall desire, 
then, to call the attention of the Senate to it. It 
is at his request now that I forbear to press it at 
this moment. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. STUART presented a resolution of the 
Legislature of Michigan against any increase of 
the rates of postage; which was ordered to lie on 
the table, and be printed. 

Mr. HAMLIN presented a resolution of the 
Legislature of Maine, against any increase of the 
rates of postage; which was ordered to lie on the 
table, and be printed, 

Mr. WILSON presented the petition of George 
W. Dorrance, chaplain at the penitentiary, in the 
city of Washington, praying .that the recom- 
mendation of the board of inspectors in regard 
to his compensation may be carried into effect; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Mr. POLK presented a petition of citizens of 
New York, praying for the passage of a law to 
prevent all further traffic in, and monopoly of, 
the public jands, and that they be laid out in farms 
or lots, for the free and exclusive use of actual 
settlers only; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. KING presented a memorial of John 
Reeves, praying that the United States Minister 
at Constantinople may be instructed to submit 
his claim to pay for service while employed and 
detained at Constantinople to construct vessels- 
of-war for the Turkish Government; which was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. HALE. I hold in my hand, and have been 
requested to present to the Senate, a petition from 
William Dease, a young man of about twenty- 
three years of age, who represents that on the 6th 
of February, 1855, he enlisted io the military ser- 
vice of the Ghited States for the term of five years, 
and was immediately marched to Nebraska Perri. 
tory; that there he had both his hands frozen off 
up to the knuckle joints; so, that, at the early age 
of twenty-three, he is entirely disabled; that about 
a year since, he was admitted to the Military Asy- 
lum, and, from that asylum, he has been arbitra- 
rily and unjustly dismissed; and that, at thisage 
of twenty-three, maimed and mutilated in his 
country’s service, he is obliged to appeal to Con- 
gress for relief. I move that his petition be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions, of which 

_the Senator from Jowa [Mr. Jones] is the head. 
As that Senator is about to leave the Senate, I 
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have no doubt he will be glad to signalize the 


close of his service by this act of humanity and | 


justice. 

The petition was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. WARD presented the memorial of Joseph 
W. Taylor, praying to be relieved from a judg- 
ment recovered against him as security for a de- 
faulting postmaster; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

He also presented the memorial of Sampson 
McCown and Allen D. Burress, praying to be 
relieved from a judgment recovered against them 
as sureties for a defaulting postmaster; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. DOOLITTLE, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs,to whom was referred the memorial 
of William H. lorbes and others, guardians of 
minor children of mixed bloods of the Sioux In- 
dians, reported a bill (S. No. 599) to authorize 
the sale of the scrip or certificates of certain minor 
children of the half breeds or mixed bloods of the 
Dacotah or Sioux nation of Indians, issued under 
the act of Congress approved July 17, 1854; which 
was read, and passed to a second reading. 

Mr. FITCH, from the Committee on Printing, 
to whom was referred the motion to print ten 
thousand extra copies of the report of the Com- 
mittee on Pensions on the bill (H.R. No. 259,) en- 
titled ** An act granting pensiens to the officers 
and soldiers of the war with Great Britain of 
1812, and those engaged in Indian wars during 
that period,’’ reported in favor of printing five 
thousand copies; which was agreed to. 


BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. GREEN asked, and by unanimons con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
998) concerning courts in Kansas'Territory; which 
was read twice @y its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 


PRINTING OF A BILL. 


On motion of Mr. FITCH, it was 

Ordered, "That the bill (8. No. 572) to provide for the con 
struction of certain classes of public works, be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Auten, its Clerk, announced that the 
House had concurred in the amendment of the 
Senate to the bill (H.R. No. 251,) to authorize 
the claimants in right of John Huertas-to enter 
certain lands in Florida. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

A subsequent message announced that the 
Speaker had signed an enrolled bill (H. R. No. 
251) to authorize the claimants in right of John 
Iluertas to enter certain lands in Florida; and it 
was signed by the Vice President. 

COAST SURVEY REPORT. 

Mr. FITCH. Some time since a report was 
made from the Committee on Printing in favor of 
printing five thousand additional copies of the 
Coast Survey report for last year. The report 
was made upon a request from the Department to 
which that survey belongs for additional copies, 
forthe use of the Supermtendent of the Coast Sur- 
vey. The resolution ordering the printing of five 
thousand extra copies was adopted at the time by 
the Senate, and was so far acted upon, | under- 
stand, that the work is in the hands of the Printer. 
Subsequently, on the 19th of February, the Sen- 
ator from Illinois [Mr. ‘TrumpuLt] moved a re- 
consiieration; which, of course, suspends the 
further progress of the work. It is unjust that 
it should remain in that suspended condition. | 
There should be some decision immediately, 
either for it or against it. If the Senator were in 
his seat, | would ask him to withdraw the mo- | 
tion; but, as he is not here, I hope it will be taken | 
up and rejected at oncey in order that the Printer | 
may go on. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I had some objection, 
myself, to the resolution reported by the com- | 


_THE 


| mustbe limited among mercantile men. The book | 
is very much required in my State. We havean | 
extensive sea-coast, as everybody knows, and a | 








of all the copies is a new feature in our arrange- | His intercourse with the Chambers of Comn 


ments with reference to this matter, and I should 
like to hear the reasons why it was proposed. 

Mr. FITCH. The reasons, if I can speak for 
my associates of the committee, are simply these: 
Desirous of stopping, as far as is within their 
power, the circulation of documents of that char- 
acter by members of the Senate, they felt unwil- 
ing to print any-extra numbers for such general 
distribution by members; but the Superintendent 
especially asked for this number, five thousand, 
for the use of his office. We were willing to 
grant him that request upon his statement of the 
necessity, he desiring to distribute these docu- 
ments along the coast, where they would be par- 
ticularly useful. For myself, situated unlike the 
Senator from Maine, I felt no interest in it, and 
no desire to have a single copy in my possession, 
but I have no objection whatever to a modifica- 
tion of the resolution, so that any given number 
the Senate may indicate shall be placed in the 
hands of members of the Senate. 

Mr. PEARCE. 
we changed the usual order for the publication 
and distribution of these documents. I think the 
number formerly printed was ten thousand; one 
half for the use of the Coast Survey Office and the 
other half to be distributed by members of the 
Senate. Wesubsequently changed it to about six 
thousand. I think the last time we erdered the 
printing of this report the number was reduced 
to six thousand two hundred, of whjch one thou- 
sand two hundred copies were to be distributed 


by members of the Senate and the residue by the | 
1 rather | 


Superintendent of the Coast Survey. 
think it would be desirable to retain a small num- 
ber of copies for distribution by Senators, who are 
often called on for them, particularly from the 
maritime States; but I have no desire to return to 
the old amount of ten thousand. I would prefer 


that a small number should be’ retained for dis- 


tribution by Senators. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I have no desire to in- 
crease the whole number of copies printed; [ am 
satisfied with five thousand; and I shall make no 
question on thet point; but I think the Senator 


from Indiana, and other Senators situated as he is, || 
cannot judge so exactly of the propriety of the | 


mode which they have decided upon for the dis- 
tribution of this document, as other Senators who 
live at points where these books are very much 
desired. It is hardly to be supposed that the Su- 
perintendent of the Coast Survey knows in the 


different States a sufficient number of people who | 
peo} 


are the most fit persons to whom these books can 
be distributed. Undoubtedly, he has a very large 


aquaintance along the coast, where he has been | 


conducting these operations; but, of course, it 


great many men engaged in commerce, and the 
Senators and Representatives from that State 
have an excellent opportunity to distribute these 
books. They know to whom they may be sent 
with advantage, where they will be found useful; 
and [ can only say to the Senator from Indiana, 
who probably cares nothing about them, that I 
should be very happy to receive the number that 
may come to his share for distribution. 
Senators have been Kind enough heretofore to 
present me with more or less of theirs, and I 


have been under great obligations to them, and so || 


have been my constituents. We have a large 


number of people to whom they are exceedingly 


mittee, inasmueh as it gave the distribution of all || 


the extra copies to the Superintendent of the Coast | 
Survey. ‘There was, on my part, no objection to 
the number proposed to be printed, and I pre- 
sume there is nore anywhere; but the provisivn | 
that the Superintendent shall have the distribution | 








desirable. For that reason, if the whole number 
is reduced to five thousand, I think that at least 
three thousand five hundred ought to be allowed 
to the Senators for distribution, leaving one thou- 
and five hundred for the Superintendent® At any 
rate, I can very well dispose of a much larger 
number than will fall to my share under that 
ratio. I hope the resolution will be reconsidered 
with e view to modify it, so that we may have an 
opportunity to distribute a certain portion of these 
books at least. 

Mr. DAVIS. The object of the reconsidera- 
tion, as it is stated by the Senator from Maine, 
is with a view to limit the number now assigned 
to the Coast Survey, and give some to Senators. I 
think the whole number now assigned to the Su- 

erintendent of the Coast Survey is required for 
is correspondence; and he can distribute them 


more judiciously, I believe, than anybody else. | 
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nerce 
with merchants and navigators all along the ee 
which he has been engaged in surveying, is 55 
extensive that, even in the State of Maine, I doy}, 
if those who are most interested in it do not know 
the Superintendent of the Coast Survey Quite as 


|| well as anybody else, That an individual, a gen. 


I think a session or two ago | 


Several | 


| eral reader, who might desire such a work, would 

know a Senator better than the Superintendent of 

the Coast Survey, is most probable. For myself 
| I will say that I have frequently had the same 
character of applications as those referred to by 
the Senator from Maine; and [ have thus far foun 
no difficulty, by application to the Superintendent 
of the Coast Survey, in securing at least a reason. 
able supply for that portion of the coast which lies 
in the State I represent. 

I prefer, generally, that the Department having 
charge of a work should have the distribution of 
the documents. So far as I have observed, the 
giving of them to Senators for general distriby. 
tion throws them into the hands of those to 
whom they are of no use; a class of persons who 
never would apply to the officer having charge of 
a special work; and the officer having charge of 
such special work, will have an intimate acquaint. 
ance with the persons most interested in it, if his 
operations be coextensive with the Union, as in 
this case. The long shore line of the coast of 
the State of Maine, much the longest of any Stats 
in the Union, of course would render a greater 
number desirable there than elsewhere. On the 
basis of distribution usually adopted here, which 
is giving an equal number to each Senator, Maine 
does nof get so much; but, by giving the distri- 
bution of the work to the officer in charge of it, 
his acquaintance with persons along that great 
shore line will be peculiarly available, and their 
knowledge of the value of the work would lead 
them to apply to him for it; and 1 am quite sure 
the State would get a largemportion on this basis 
of distribution than on any other. If it be de- 
sirable that Senators should have some copies for 
distribution, then, I say, increase the number; 
but do not divide the five thousand, being the 
number which has been graduated for the wants 
of the Coast Survey Office in its known, existing 
correspondence. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I have a word to say 
about that. The idea that the Superintendent of 
the Coast Survey has such a correspondence 
along the ghore that he can best distribute five 
thousand copies, is, tomy mind, a little singular. 
The Superintendent has undoubtedly been in my 
State very considerably; but I cannot beljeve that 
his acquaintance with the people interested in that 
matter can be anything like so extensive as the 
|| acquaintance of the Senators from that State. 

Mr. DAVIS. I do not mean that he hasan 
acquaintance with individuals anything like equal 
to that of the Senators, but an official acquaint- 

| ance with the class of persons who require this 
| work. 
Mr. FESSENDEN. No, not with the class of 
| persons who require this work. I do not believe 
' that Professor Bache knows twenty people of 
that description in my section of the State. He is 
a man very little known personally; he has very 
little connection with the people; he attends to his 
business, undoubtedly, with correctness; but that 
| he has that kind of knowledge which will enable 
| him to make this distribution in my State, I cer- 
tainly cannot believe to be true. The reason of 
| my wish is, that I am apprehensive we shall not 
get the portion which we ought to have for dis- 
| tribution. The idea which the office has is rather 
| to extend the reputation of the work abroad and 
| in other quarters than to distribute it throughout 
this country. I want the people who pay for it 
| to have it, and I believe those who represent the 
people can best tell who ought to have the book, 
and in whose hands it would be most serviceable. 
| That the Superintendent should have the same 
number that we give to the superintendents 0! 
| other offices, comparatively, I have no objection. 
We give to the superintendent of the Patent Of 
| fice two thousand copies of all we print of the 
|| agricultural report for distribution; he wants & 
| certain number. Iam willing to give the same 
number to the Superintendent of the Coast Sur- 
| vey. Ireally hope this resolution will be recon- 
| sidered and modified in some way, so that we 
may have a voice in the matter. | 
Mr. HUNTER. Isit not in order for me now 
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to submit a motion to postpone all prior orders 
for the purpose of taking up the appropriation 
pi]? 1 must make my question of order. Unless 
| make my motion now, the Senator from Florida 
‘Mr. Mattory] will have the floor on another 
subje et at one o’clock. ; a 

* The VICE PRESIDENT. It is nowinorder 
for tee Senator to move to postpone the pending 
motion, and all other orders. 

~ Mr. HUNTER. I presume I can move to post- 
none all prior orders ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks 
the Senator can accomplish his purpose by the 
motion he has suggested. 

“Mr. HUNTER. I make that motion. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Ido not believe there will 
e any more talk about this subject of the Coast 
Surv Yv report. 

Mr. HUNTER. If I were to yield now, I 
should not get the floor again before somebody 
had the floor on Cuba. 1 want to make my mo- 
w, and try the sense of the Senate. 

VICE PRESIDENT. 
» Senate 


tion n 
TI 


for 


The question be- 
is the motion of the Senator from 
Indiana to take up the motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the Senate passed the resolution to 
nrint five thousand copies of the Coast Survey 
renort, to be given to the Superintendent for dis- 
tribution. The Senator from Virginia moves to 
stpone, until to-morrow, that motion and all 
rior orders, with a view to take up the bill mak- 
ce appropriations for the legislative, executive, 
udi xpenses of Government for the year 

ling June 30, 1860. 

Mr. PEARCE. I hope the Senator will give 
way for moment. I think it likely that we 
can get a vote upon this question without any far- 
ahs 


ther dé 


et 


} ’ 
1 judical ¢ 


one 


Mr. HUNTER. If I give way to allow the 
yote to be taken, | fear I shall not get the floor 
y more. I hope my friend will excuse me. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The question is on 

the motion to postpone, 
Mr. HUNTER. IT have but a word to say in 
rorard to that motion. I want to call the atten- 
mn of the Senate to the fact that all the heavy 
propriation bills are behind, and that in addi- 
1 to them, we shall have to act upon some bill 


to raise means to enable the Government to get 
lonr—either a bill to reissue Treasury notes, or 
an bill; and if we mean to do those things 
ich are absolutely necessary, in order to pre- 

nt an eXtra session, We must give the appro- 
iation bills preeedence. J] have stood by and 
permitted the Cuba bill to occupy a much larger 
proportion of time than the appropriation bills. I 


ive a statement here of the number of days oc- 

pied by each. 1 find that, on this question of 
{ 

y whole days. I find that on all the appropri- 
ation bills together we have had but nine days, 
and only a small part of yesterday appropriated 
tothem. I must say I regret very much to have 
to push these appropriation bills when Senators 
are entitled to the floor on other subjects; but I 
find it Wl not do for me to yield out of courtesy; 

cause if | do it to-day, I shall have to do it to- 
morrow. If we were to take up the Cuba bill, 
tedly, the Senate would adjourn for some 
+h, and thus we should have that ques- 
tion going on until the end of the session; and we 
Shai be forced into an extra session unless we 
take up the appropriation bills and act on them 
tonce. Having given this explanation, it will 
be for the Senate to determine what they will 


le) 
indou 


get « 
el sneer 


a 


do, 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I desire toask a question 
about the order of business. If the appropriation 
bill be taken up, will it, or will it not, be deferred 
at one o'clock ? 

Mr. HUNTER. I shall not agree to postpone 
it. Tt can only be deferred by a vote of the Sen- 
ate. I cannot help that. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I did not know but that 
iC went over, of course, atone o’clock. If it will 
£0 on, [ will vote to take it up. 

Mr. HUNTER. 1 move to postpone all prior 
orders in the way, for the purpose of taking up 
‘He appropriation bill. 

j The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 

‘rginta moves to postpone the subject under con- 
sideration; but the Chair will state that the Sen- 
&le have made a special order for one o’clock, 


and when that time arrives, the Chair will call 
it up. 


Mr. HUNTER. I move to postpone. that 


| along with the other prior orders. I move to post- 
| pone all prior orders. 


, we have consumed eight days, and gener- | 


Mr. BIGLER. And subsequent orders. 

Mr. HUNTER. Yes, sir; | move to postpone 
them all. 

Mr. SLIDELL. It would be well, Mr. Pres- 
ident, to have an understanding upon this sub- 
ject. I shall certainly interpose no objection to 
the consideration of the appropriation bill until 
one o’clock; but when that hour arrives, unless 
the bill for the acquisition of Cuba comes up in 
order, as a matter of course, without a renewed 
motion to postpone the appropriation bill, I must 
now object to the proposition of the Senator from 
Virginia. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. The Senator from Vir- 
ginia can move to continue the appropriation bill 
at one o’clock. 

Mr. SLIDELL. I should prefer to go on with 
the Cuba bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is unusual; the 
Chair knows of no instance of a motion being 
made to postpone a piece of business which will 
not come up for an hour. The Senator from Vir- 
ginia moves to postpone all orders of business 
that would come up at this time, clear through the 


Calendar. The Chair, at one o’clock, unless the 
sense of the Senate be otherwise, if this motion 
should prevail, will call up the unfinished busi- 


ness of yeste! lav 
Mr. HUNTER. 
tion. I have always, heretofore, 
postpone all prion orders, by such a motion; but, 
if the Chair is correct, this Cuba bill will always 
shut me out, for we shall always adjourn on it 
with somebody on the floor; and when the Chair 
calls for the special order, a Senator will be en- 
titled to the floor, and I shall be shut out entirely. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
take the sense of the Senate when the time com 
Mr. HUNTER. Very well; let us try the sens 
of the Senate upon it. [ask the Senate now to 
indulge me in postponing all prior orders, and 
taking up the appropriation bill. 
Mr. FESSENDEN. I should like to under- 
stand this point. Does the Senator mean at one 
o’clock to su 1 the appropriation bill for th 


I have made my usual mo- 


been able to 


Spt ne 
special order ? 

Mr. HUNTER. No, sir; Ido not. I desire 
to go on with the bill. If the Chair decides against 
me, I will take the sense of the Senate on the de- 
cision of the Chair. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Suppose the Chair de- 
cides that, atone o’elock, the special order comes 
up: will the Senator move to postpone the special 
order, in order to go on with the appropriation bill? 

Mr. HUNTER. 1 shall insist that the appro- 
priation bill is up; and if the Chair decides against 
me, I shall take an appeal. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I would suggest to my friend 
to move to postpone all the orders of the day, if 
that is his object. 

Mr. HUNTER. I have moved it. I have 
moved to postpone them all; and if the Senate 
agrees to it, 1 shall insist that, at one o’clock, 
unless there is another motion to postpone the 
appropriation bill, we go on with it through the 
day. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I wish to havea distinct 
understanding on this subject. As a member of 
the Committee on Finance, I am perfectly willing 
to sustain the chairman in getting up the appro- 
priation bills. I believe there is hardly time 
enough left now to pass them; but I wish to un- 
derstand whether, if once up, he will continue 
their consideration if possible. 

Mr. HUNTER. Certainly I will. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Suppose it is then ruled 
by the Chair, and the ruling is sustained by the 
Senate, that this bill being up is displaced by the 
special order; will the Senator move to postpone 


the special order, and continue the discussion of 


the appropriation bill ? 
Mr. HUNTER. Yes; I will. 
Mr. FESSENDEN. Very well. 
vote to take it up. 
| The VICE PRESIDENT. 


Then I will 


It is moved to 
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| postpone the pending motion, and all prior orders, | 


_ with a view to take up the appropriation bill. 
The motion was agreed to. 





1203 


"Mr. WARD. I ask leave of the Senate to pre- 


sent a memorial. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
imous consent. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. WARD. Itis a memorial of the citizens 
of Texas, asking that Joseph M. Taylor be re- 
lieved from on injunction of the United States 
against him for a defaulting postmaster. I also 
desire to present another memorial of the same 
character. 

Mr. HUNTER. 
titions and reports. 
bill was up. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill was up, 
but it is in order for any Senator to ask the unan- 


imous consent of the Senate, and the Chair heard 
no objection. 


Mr. HUNTER. 


It requires unan- 


I did not give .way for pe- 
I thought the appropriation 


I object. I want to go on 


with the bill. 

Mr. WARD. I shall be through in a mo- 
ment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair must 


say to the Senator from Texas that it requires 
unanimous consent to present the memorial, and 
the Senator from Virginia objects. 

Mr. HUNTER. Iam opposed to presenting 
them. I have got the bill up, and I want to go 
on with it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair feels 
obliged to continue the order of business, if in- 
sisted on. a. 

Mr. DAVIS. TIask the consent of the Senate 
to offer a memorial, and to make a report. I came 
in and found a discussion going on, and then the 
Senator from Virginia made his motion. If I am 
not all {to present them, I shall move to re- 
consider the vote by which we postponed all 
prior orders. I hope there will be no objection. 
I do not wish to take up any time. 


we 


. .. . . . » 
Mr. HUNTER. If I give way to the Senator, 
[ shall have to give way for all others. I cannot 
agree to it. Let the Senate reconsider the vote, 
if they think 1 


pro] 
Mr. DAVIS. 


vote by wh 


er. 
Then I move to reconsider the 
ich we postponed all prior orders, and 
thus shut out petitions and reports in the morn- 
Ing hour. 

The motion was not agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. ALuen, its Clerk, announced that the 
House had passed a bill(H. R. No. 92) to amend 
the act entitled, ** Anact in addition to certain acts 
granting bounty land to certain officers and sol- 
diers, who have been employed in the militar 
service of the United States,’’ approved May 14, 
1856. 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. No. 711) 
making appropriations for the legislative, execu- 
tive, and judicial expenses of Government for the 
year ending the 30th of June, 1860, which was. 
reported from the Committee on Finance, with 
amendments. ‘ 

The first amendment of the committee was in 
lines eight and nine, to strike out ‘* $319,018 88,’’ 
and insert ** $338,861 72;’’ so that the clause will 
read: 

For compensation and mileage of Senators, $338,861 72. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. WILSON. Have we passed that portion 
of the bill which concerns ainaaed 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Iverson 
inthe chair.) Yes, sir. 

Mr. WILSON, I wish to give notice that I 
have just sent fora bill which I intend to move 
asan amendment. I will move it before we get 
through with this bill. 


The next amendment of the Committee on Fi- 
nance was on page 3, line fifty-eight, to strike 
out ** $32,509,’ and insert ** $35,004,”’ so that the 
clause wl read: 

For clerks to committees, pages, police, horses, and car- 
ryalls, $35,004 50. 

This relates to the contingent expenses of the 
Senate. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Fi- 
nance was to add, on page 3, line fifty-nine, after 
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the appropriation for the Capitol police, the fol- 


lowing: 


And for the additional police appointed January 12, 1859, 
during the present fiscal year, $1,558 32, making, together, 
$36,504. 

Mr. HUNTER. These additional police were 
appointed by the Speaker of the House, and Pres- 
ident of the Senate, on account of moving into the 
new buildings. It became necessary for that pur- 
pose. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Fi- 
nance was to strike out from line one hundred and 
twenty to one hundred and twenty-five, on page 
6, as follows: 


* Ta pay John C 


Rives one cent for every five pages of 
the Conyress 


ional Globe and Appendix when the same ex 
ceeds three thousand pages for a long session of Congress, 
and fifteen hundred pages at ashort session of Congress, per 
act of eighteenth of August, 1856, 811,000,” 


Mr. HUNTER. The House struck out the 
regular appropriation for the Congressional Globe, 
and this appropriation then is useless. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Fi- 
nance was on page 5, to strike out from line 
one hundred and twenty-six to one hundred and 
thirty, inclusive, the following words: 

* Por the usual additional compensation to the reporters 
for the Congressional Globe for reporting the proceedings of 


the House of Representatives for the first session of the Thir- 
ty-Sixth Congress, 8800 egch, $4,000." 


Mr. HUNTER. his is an amendment to 
strike out the appropriation for the reporters of 
the House of Representatives. As the House de- 
stroy the Globe, the committee did not see what 
they wanted with reporters. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was on page 20, after 
line four hundred and sixty-six, to insert: 


To enable the Secretary of War to employ temporary 


clerks in the office of the Quartermaster General, on bounty 
land service, $5,000. 


Mr. HUNTER. That is the usual appropri- 
ation made for clerks, to carry out the bounty 
land act. 

Mr. STUART. I should like to know if there 
is any necessity for it. The business under the 
bounty land acts, if we are to believe the reports 
from the Departments, and [ presume they are 
correct, is very nearly completed. We certainly 
should net continue this appropriation when the 
business is light, or, perhaps, nearly completed. 
J am not willing to vote this sum of money every 
year, merely because there are bounty land laws 
m existence. Indeed, 1 do not see very much 
what use the War Department can have for this 
number of clerks because of bounty land acts. 
This business is done in the Pension Office. 

Mr. DAVIS. Thatis a mistake. 

Mr. STUART. Well, sir, the examination of 
the rolls would not require that amount of force 
at this time. 

Mr. DAVIS. The Senator from Michigan, I 
suppose, has overlooked the fact that a large num- 
ber of the persons to whom bounty land is granted 
under the successive laws, were teamsters and 
employés inthe quartermaster’s department, and 
there alone can the evidence of their service be 
found. A number of clerks had to be added to 
give the information necessary, which could oily 
be drawn from the quartermaster’s department. 

Mr. STUART. | am very well aware that 
there was a necessity for some additional force 
when the law was passed, and for years aftér- 
wards, while the business was heavy; but I see 
that the reports from the Department now show 
the bounty land business to be very small. The 
great amount of that business has been done, and 
the necessity for extra service for the purpose of 
ascertaining who is and who is not upon the rolls, 


is Now not necessary, in my opinion. Therefore, | 
I call upon the chairman to know whether he had | 
any information from the Department to show | 


that Paepenaane business required this extra ser- 
vice? From all the information from the Depart- 
ment, I should think not. 

_ Mr. HUNTER. The general statement is made 
in the report of the Secretary of the Interior that 
petitions under the bounty land act are coming in 
constantly, and the Department have estimated 
for this force as necessary. No special inquiries 
were made. I presume if they were ever neces- 
sary, they are now. 


_ ‘THE CONGRESSIONAL GL 


_was the case there. 





| 
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Mr. PUGH. It appears by the original bill 
that we appropriated $16,440 for the compensa- 
tion of clerks and messengers in the office of the 
quartermaster general. Now itis proposed to add 
$5,000. It seems to me the proposition ought to 
be rejected. However, I have not the slightest 
idea that it will be defeated. 

Mr. STUART. IJ move tostrike out ** $5,000” 
and insert ** $2,000.’ I believe we have gone far 
enough in this business, and that we should re- 
duce the force somewhat. My opinion is, that 
the appropriation is wholly unnecessary; that 
there is not any necessity fora dollar of it} but I 
think we had better strike out a portion of it. I 
move to strike out ** $5,000”’ and insert **$2,000.”’ 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed 
to; there being, on a division—ayes 20, noes 16. 

The amendment as amended was adopted. 

The next amendment of the committee was on 
page 26, line six hundred and nine, in the appro- 
priation for the Mint at Philadelphia, to strike 
out * $30,000’’ and insert ‘* $74,800,’’ so that 
the clause wiil read: 

For wages of workmen and adjusters, $74,800. 


Mr. HUNTER. The House of Representa- 
tives reduced the appropriation for Jabor in the 
Mint. Now, itis weil known that the labor there, 
to a large extent, is composed of experts; that if 
you dismiss them they are not easily recalled; 
and not only that, but it will be a great inconve- 
nience to the Mint, and they might not be able 
to discharge their functions so necessary to the 
country. However desirable we thought econ- 
omy and retrenchment, in this instance we con- 
sidered that it was no saving to diminish the 
working force of the Mint. Accordingly the Com- 
mittee on Finance have offered the amendment 
restoring the appropriation for labor in the Mint. 

Mr. PUGH. It seems to me that this amend- 
ment and the next three or four proposed by the 
committee defeat an attempt which has been made 
by the Elouse of Representatives to retrench the 
expenditures of this department; and I have very 
litle doubt the House were right, because the 
Senator seems to have no definite information 
about it. He only fears that it is not right. This 
is a good place to make a test, and | ask for the 
yeas and nays on the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. PUGH. The next amendment of the 
committee proposes an additional appropriation 
of over $100,000 for the Mint. These four amend- 
ments include an immense sum. One proposes 
to strike out $30,000 and insert $74,800; the next, 
to insert $100,000 more; still further to strike out 
$22,000 and insert $45,000; and stil further, to 
strike out out $15,000 and insert $34,000. It 
seems to me that here is almost a quarter of a mil- 
lion increase for the Mint. I cannot believe it to 
be necessary. 

Mr.GWIN. The amendments of the Commit- 
tee on Finance, in regard to the mints, are to re- 
store the estimates of the Department. ‘The House 
of Representatives, without any report, without 
any examination of the subject, on the simple 
motion of a member, not coming from any com- 
mittee, reduced these appropriations. Any legis- 
lation in regard to the coining establishments of 
the United States, should be approached with 
great caution and care. Why, sir, the coining of 
our own gold product amounts to from twenty to 
fifty millions a year. Here are carefully prepared 
estimates of the Department, which, without a 
reason given, upon the simple motion of a mem- 
ber of the other House, are struck down, in this 
indiscriminate mode of striking at all appropria- 
tions, when there is not time for examination, as 
The only reason that has 
been given for the motion in the other House was, 
that the appropriations were large and not def- 
inite. The fact is the estimates were prepared 
with care at the Mint. As the Senator from Vir- 
ginia has stated, the workmen engaged are ex- 
perts. The increase of gold in the country is 


reater than it was formerly, and the necessity | 
or the Mint is greater than it has been; and noth- 


ing could be more injurious than to strike out the 


estimates of the Department, and elose up the | 


mints, for the proposition of the House would 


_ have that effect. We should have to send gold off 
to foreign countries, instead of having it assayed, | 


refined, and coined at home. 





for all these twenty dollar pieces are exported: 
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Mr. PUGH. It makes very little difference, 
and they may as well be made into large bars, |; 
is a very foolish thing, I think, for the United 
States to be engaged in the twenty dollar coinave 
to such an extent. The coin is exported; and | 
do not know but that the object of making thar 
large coin was to let it be exported; and it mig}; 
just as well be a gold bar. When we are uroeg 
to stand by an appropriation bill that comes from 
the House, we are told that the House has capo. 
fully considered it. We do not know how mye} 
the House has considered it. We sce that hor 
is a systematic effort which has been made to yo. 
trench the expenditures of the Government in tha: 
department, which has been made by the cogr- 
dinate branch of the Legislature—that brane}, 
which has peculiarly the charge of the publi 

revenue. It is said we have the estimate of 1), 

Departments. Oh, yes; we have them for ey, ry. 
thing; and, if the Departments are to Jevis|sio 
money out of the Treasury, we had better o, 
home. 

Mr. GWIN. The Senator says we might ay 
well send it off in bars. How will you putit ini 
bars unless you assay it and refine it? The main 
service performed is in getting it into bars. These 
very laborers are employed for that purpose, ‘The 
coinage is a small portion of it; it has to be pre- 
pared for coinage. 

Mr. PUGH. Ido not care about preparing jt 
for gentlemen who want to export the gold. Let 
them prepare it for themselves. 

Mr. HUNTER. The Senator from Ohio js 
mistaken in regard*to this matter. It requires 
expert laborers and faithful men in this regard, 
men who have to be trained to it. But that is not 
the only thing. Suppose, by reducing the labor, 
which is the cheapest thing in the Mint,.we should 
disable them from coining money as fastas it might 
be wanted, it would be dangerous to commerce. 
Itis one of the things with which itis dangerous to 
tamper. I would rather be wrong, I would rather 
spend some money unnece8sarily in this particu- 
lar, than run the risk of injuring commerce by 
disabling ourselves from coining the gold and sil- 
ver that might be deposited in the Mint, in time 
for the wants of trade and commerce. We 
thought, therefore, it would be safer and better 


| to reconsider the appropriations to the amountof 


the estimate. There would be no economy in 
stopping the operations of the Mint, if it would 
have that effect, and there is danger that i 
would. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
now call up the unfinished business of yesterday, 
in order that the Senate may determine the ques- 
tion which was suggested a short time ago by the 
Senator from Virginia. 

Mr. SLIDELL. I suggest that, by common 
consent, the yeas and nays be taken on this 
amendment, and then the other question can be 
/raised and decided. I will simply suggest that 
the effect of not adopting the amendment offered 
| by the Committee on Finance will be to leave all 
| the officers of the Mint in the full enjoyment of 

their salaries, without the power of doing any- 
thing—to pay the officers and have no men. That 
_ would be the direct effect. 
| Mr. PUGH. Howcan that be, when there's 
| already $30,000 appropriated for adjusters and 
| workmen. 


Mr. SLIDELL. That is not enough. ; 
Mr. PUGH. The bill contains an appropria- 
| tion of $30,000. Now, let me repeat, that the 
Senate may understand the question, that, at the 
Philadelphia Mint it is proposed to strike out 
$30,000 and insert $74,800. Here is the mint at 
San Francisco, and it is proposed to inerease the 
| appropriation for that from $65,493 to $165,493. 
Here is the assay office at New York, and there 
| is an increase there from $30,000 to $45,000. Here 
| is the branch mint at New Orleans, and it is pro- 
Eee to increase that from $15,000 to $34,000. 
| Here is more than one hundred per cent. on every 
single one of them. 
Mr. DOUGLAS. Above the estimates? 
Mr. PUGH. I do not know what the est 
mates are. , 
Mr. HUNTER. These are strictly according 
to the estimates. 
Mr. PUGH. Then the House has reduced the 
| estimates. 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from | 


Louisiana suggests that, by common consent, the 


THE CO 


yeas and nays be taken on the pending amend- | 


ment before the Chair calls up the unfinished bus- | 


iness of yesterday. 
The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 33, nays 17; as follows: 


yEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bayard, Bigler, Bright, Broderick, 
Brown, Chesnut, Clingman, Collamer, Crittenden, Davis, 
noolittle, Fiteh, Fitzpatrick, Green, Gwin, Hale, Houston, 
Hunter, Iverson, Jolinson of Arkansas, Jones, Kennedy, 
Mallory, Mason, Pearce, Reid, Simmons, Slidell, Stuart, 
rhompson of New Jersey, Ward, and Yulee—33. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bates, Beli, Chandler, Clay, Dixon, 


NGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


1205 


rules of the Senate, it would be the duty of the 
Chair to call at one o’clock. Another rule of the 
Senate makes the unfinished business of yester- 
day take priority among the special orders at one 
o’clock. Now, sir, | hold thatall these are prior 
orders, because they are orders which have been 
made by the rules prior to the motion. They may 


| not come up regularly for an hour afterwards, or 
i” 


Nouglas, Durkee, Foot, Foster, Hamlin. Harlan, Johnson | 
of Tapnessee, Polk, Pugh, ‘Trumbull, Wade, and Wilson | 


So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SLIDELL. Mr. President 
Mr. BELL. 





I wish, before the honorable Sen- | 


tor from Louisiana makes the motion for which | 


he has, no doubt, risen, to state that I have mod- 
ified the resolution I offered yesterday in such a 
manner as to lead to no objection from the hon- 
orable Senator from Virginia. 

Mr. HUNTER, The appropriation bill is up, 
and | mean to take the sense of the Senate as to 
whether it is superseded at one o’clock. I hope 
the Senator from ‘Tennessee will wait until we 
decide whether the appropriation bill goes on. 

Mr. BELL. I have no objection to that, 

Mr. HUNTER. Itis important to settle this 
question, and for that reason I wish to take the 
sense of the Senate by way of appeal. 
tion was to postpone all prior orders, one of 


My mo- || 


coing on with the appropriation bill through the | 
day; and | maintain that when the Senate agreed | 


to that, they postponed it for the day, unless they 
choose by another majority vote to postpone this 


bill. Itis competent for them to postpone this | 


bill, and to take up something else by a majority; 
but until they do so, it seems to me, the appro- 
priation bill is still pending, because the motion 
to postpone all prior erders included this special 
order. On that I should like to have the sense of 
the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair would 
prefer, as he desires himself to have the sense of 
the Senate, that the Senator would let it take the 


form of a submission of the question from the | 


Chair to the Senate. 
Mr. HUNTER. I prefer that. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 


state the question to the Senate. 


It is a matter | 


of some consequence for the convenience of busi- | 
ness. The Senator from Virginia this morning | 


moved to postpone the prior orders to take up 
this appropriation bill. That motion was made 
a little after twelve o’clock. Itprevailed; and the 
Senate proceeded to consider the bill. But there 
was a special order of the Senate set for one 
o'clock. 
that the special order was not included in the mo- 


[t was rather the opinion of the Chair | 


for two hours afterwards; but they are orders 
made prior to this motion; and the motion of the 
Senator from Virginia is té postpone all prior 
orders and take up this bill, which the Senate has 
decided to do. 

Now, sir, in answer to the suggestion of the 
Chair, that possibly this appropriation bill might 
be completed before the hour of one o’clogk ar- 
rives, I think it will be seen that that does not alter 
the case. The motion postpones them for this 
bill; and whenever this bill is ended, they return 
to their place. ‘Therefore, if the bill was ended 
before one o’clock, it would be the duty of the 
Chair to call up the special orders in their order, 
and the unfinished business of yesterday would be 
the first. That was made«he special order yester- 
day by the adjournment while it was pending; the 
others were made special orders at the dates at 
which they were so made. They are all prior or- 
ders. The parliamentary effect of the motion is 
to affect that business which had priority by the 
previous action of the Senate, whether they would 
come up then, or come up half an hour or an hour 
afterwards. ® 


Mr. FITZPATRICK. I generally defer to the 


|| opinions of the Senator from Michigan on ques- 
which was this special order, for the purpose of | 


tions of order; but from the slight reflection I 
have been able to bestow on the subject during 
the few moments it has been before the Senate, I 
must differ with him about his construction of the 
rules. You know, sir, that, under the rules, pe- 
titions are first-in order, and reports come next. 
It has been repeatedly held that it is in order to 
move to suspend the call for petitions or reports, 
and to proceed, in what we call the morning hour, 
to the consideration of any particular bill. The 
reception of petitions and reports is equivalent to 
what may be called, under the rules, a special 
order; and yet it has been always held that when 
the hour fixed for any other special order arrives, 
it must come up, unless the Senate otherwise de- 
termine. We often make a special order to pro- 
ceed to the consideration of a particular bill at 
half past twelve o’clock; we have an order to pro- 
ceed to the consideration of another bill at one 
o’clock; and it has been uniformly held that the 
latter is the bill in order at one o’clock. 

Now, if | understand the motion of the Senator 
from Virginia, it was to postpone all business 


|| then before the Senate, and proceed to the con- 


sideration of the appropriation bill. Well, sir, 
when we proceed to the consideration of that bill, 


|| and the hour of one o’clock arrives, the bill which 


tion of the Senator from Virginia, because it was | 


not then before the Senate. There was nothing 
for the Senate to act on in postponing it. It did 


not stand in the way of the motion of the Sen- | 


ator to take up the appropriation bill. Accord- | 


ingly the Chair recognized the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Virginia. The regular Calendar, the 
priororders of business, were postponed, and this 
bill was taken up. It might have been finished 
before the hour arrived which the Senate had set 


for the consideration of the special order. When | 
the hour of one arrived, the Chair called up the | 
special order. The question is, whether it is the | 
Sense of the Senate that the appropriation bill | 


continues before the Senate to the exclusion of 


that special order, or whether the Chair ought to | 


call it up, and it ought to be postponed by a vote | 
of the Senate, if they desire to continue the ap- | 


propriation bill? Upon that question the Chair 


will take the sense of the Senate, deeming it im- | 


portant to have the order of business fixed, and 


being, of course, indifferent as to the manner in | 


Which the Senate may choose to decide it. 

Mr. STUART. Inasmuch as | intend to vote 
Contrary to the intimation of the Chair, | beg 
leave to state, in a very few words, why I do so. 

e Senate, by its rules, has authority to make, 
and has made, several special orders. Some seven, 
I think, are pending, which would come up in 
their order at one o'clock. That in relation to 
Captain Paulding is first in order,.which, by the 


| 


|| and let us come to itat first. 
| 


is the special order for that hour is in order, and 
cannot be reached before then. I think the de- 
cision of the Chair is correct, and I shall vote to 


| sustain it, although | differ witha gentleman who 


I know is very conversant with the rules of order. 
I think it would involve an absurdity to say that 


the Senate could take up and dispose of a bill | 


when the bill was not before the Senate. 


You 


| do not reach the special order before one o’clock, 


nor could you, except by common consent. A 
bill, to be disposed of by the Senate, must be be- 
fore the Senate to be acted on; and you cannot 
reach this special order under the rule until the 
hour of one o’clock. I think the decision of the 
Chair is strictly in conformity with the rules as 
well as the practice of the Senate, and I shall vote 
to sustain it with a great deal of pleasure. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. | hope we shall not get 
into a discussion on the question of order. [| 
should think that the honorable Senator from Vir- 
ginia, who, I know, desires economy of time 
on this subject, had better make his motion to 
postpone this special order, (for that is the ques- 
tion at last,) in order to go on with the appropri- 
ation bill. To that question it must come at last, 
Of all interminable 
“questions, a question of order is the worst. I 
| think, sir, that your intimation as to the rule is 
| perfectly correct, and I shall be obliged to vote to 


|| sustain it. 


| Mr. HUNTER. 














it at some other time; but I move now to postpone 
the prior orders, for the purpose of proceeding 
with the appropriation bill. 

Mr. SLIDELL. I wish to make but very few 
remarks on this subject. I gave notice yesterday, 
after consultation with many friends of the bill 
for the acquisition of Cuba, that I should press, 
to-day, the consideration of that bill to the term- 
ination of the debate; andI believe that if, in ac- 
cordance with that suggestion, that bill be now 
taken up, the debate will be closed to-night. If 
that course be not pursued, itis quite evident that 
no vote can be obtained upon that measure dur- 
ing this session of Congress. Thatis the avowed 
design of many gentlemen on the other side of the 
House. I am afraid that there is, perhaps, a dis- 
position on the part of some of those who theo- 
retically are in favor of the bill, to give it the 
go-by. My desire is that there shall be a direct 
vote upon it, and I shall consider the evasion ofa 
vote—and I use that term in no offensive sense 
at all—as exhibiting a disposition to escape a vote 
on that bill. To my mind, it will be a pretty 
sufficient evidence that all on this side of the 
Chamber, at least, are not hearty advocates of 
the bill.” 

Now, I will make another remark. If there 
were any discipline on this side of the House, 
there might be some hope of arriving at an ulti- 
mate vote on this bill; but at five or six o’clock in 
the afternoon, the regulars are always in their 
seats on the other side; but we have a sort of 
guerilla party here—militia; they disband as the 
hour of dinner approaches. The gentlemen on 
the other side, atany rate, have the merit of being 
well disciplined; they are the best sitters that 
were ever seen. They are always in their seats— 
sedent eternumque sedebunt. You will always find 
them here. On this side of the Chamber—I do 
not say this in any spirit of reproach; I say it 
more in sorrow than in anger—we cannot count 
on the attendance of our members. Iam willing 
to try it to-night. I hope it will be tried to-night; 
and if we should not fail in securing the attend- 


ance of a sufficient number of gentlemen who are® 


friends of the bill, on this side of the House, I 
shall be prepared to press the debate to a con- 
clusion. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I wish simply to say, not 
in any unkind spirit orany spirit of bravado, that 
the wish of the honorable Senator from Louis- 
iana to carry the Cuba bill through to-night can- 
not be gratified, for the simple reason that there 
are more gentlemen on this side of the House 
who are prepared and desire to addresgthe Sen- 
ate upon this subject than can possibly be heard 
in the time which the Senator is willing to allow, 
Consequently, it must follow, it arises from the 


necessity of the case, that the Senate must choose 


I accept the suggestion. 1 | 


| will waive the question of order, reserving to my- || lie would have finished his speech last evening, 
| self, however, to take the sense of the Senate on || but for that. 


between taking up that bill and devoting time to 
it, and failing, as I think you will fail, in the at- 
tempt to finish it within the time specified, and 
taking up the appropriation bills, which must be 
attended to. Everybody conversant with business 
here at all—even for the short period I have been 
here—must know, that if the Senate begin to-day 
and devote all the time that is left and that can 
lee devoted to the consideration of the appropria- 


| tion bills necessary to carry on the Government, 


it will take all the remaining period of this ses- 
sion; and the Senate will judge whether the ne- 
cessity of the other bill is so pressing with the 
prospect it has at present. It is not for me to say 
and not for me to utter anything that would be 
considered in any way disrespectful. The re- 
sponsibility of the whole matter with reference 
to an extra session of Congress and with refer- 
ence to passing the necessary bills for the sup- 


| port of the Government, which on this side we 


are prepared to do, if the Senate choose to go on 
with that, and prepare to aid in, is with the ma- 
jority, and they must decide themselves as to 
what is expedient and proper. ~ 

Mr. PUGH. I wish to say that the Senator 
from Florida [Mr. Matiory] had the floor last 
evening, and desired to finish his speech. It was 
at the earnest interposition of Senators, I think, 
twice or thrice, that he yielded the floor for an 
adjournment, on the understanding that he was 


| to proceed to-day. I think we owe it to the Sen- 
| ator, at least, to allow him to conclude his speech 


on that subject before we go any further, because 


& 
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Mr. SLIDELL. 1 ask forthe yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. REID. I should like to know from the 
Senator from Louisiana whether he desires to try 
to get a vote on the Cuba question during to-night? 
I think we ought to take up the 
bills, and other important busines 
pensably necessary I will 


appt ypriation 
7 : “a 
g that 1s indis- 


vote to take un this 


question in pret rence to the appropriauion bill, 
if we can dispose of it to-day. My vote will de- 
vend upon the answer wl 1 the Senator from 
celal nae fives me. 

Mr. SLIDELL. The Senator asks aq yn 
which itis impossible for me to answer with any 
degre: of certain y. W ther wt in weta Vv 
to-night or not, will d | nd upon the number of 
gentiemen who are to weak on the other sid 
but we certainly can sit, if wv ar so dispose iL. 
until they bave finished the discussion. Ib 
there ire t one or two Ser ’ tl ! I 
the Chamber who will occupy y further tin 
in the discussion. So faras fam concerned, al 
though by usage I have the right to close the de- 
bate, if there be any conomy in ti to be rained 
by it, I shall certainly waive that privileg I 
take it for granted, t| it th Pirie ls of athe bill 
wil! not | ail sed to ursue th sCUSSION INA 
way that would lead to its ult:mate d lt Kk 
that, if we insist on sitting | , we ca 
debate to a close before we a ljou » Wht 
be to-night or to-morrow m I ” 

Mr. CLARK. I could not understand all that 
fell from the honorable Senator from Louisiana, 
because I could not h r him. I did not under- 
stand him tosay dist! y whether they intended 
to press fora volte ont e Cuba bill to-night 


Mr. SLIDELL. I did say very di 
I intended so t t 


Say, £ l 

Mr. CLARK. 1! am id to } WW C- 
cause we shal! get ready for a 

The question being taken by yeas and nays 

i ; ’ 

resulted—yeas 33, 93; as follow 

YEAS—™M \ i I [ ck, 
ler, Clark, Cla Col , Crit Dixon, Doolittle, 
Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, | ter, Hale. Hamlin, H un, 
@iunuter, tverson, John Tens ee. King, Lane, Ma 
eon, Rice, Seward, = jon uit Siua Vrumbuil, 
Wade, and Wilson 

NAYS—Messrs. B l u . Bright, Brown, Che 
nur, Clingman, Davis, D 4 - i , Green, 
Gwin, Houston, Jolinson of Arkansas, Jones, Mallory, Polk, 
Pugh, Reid, Sebastain, 3) 1, Ward, and Yu 


So the unfinished business of yesterday was 


postponed; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, resume ithe consideration of the legis- 
lative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill 

The nem amendm of the Com on Fi- 
nance was, to insert in page 26, line six hundred 
and twenty-three, after the word * adjusters,’’ 
the words ** one hundred ani,’’ so yapnro 
priate for the branch mint at San Francisco: 

For wages of workinen and adjust 3 

Mr. WILSON. 1 move to amend by putting 
in ** fifty,’ instead of ** hundred.’ 

Mr. CLAY. ‘The Senator then would reduc 


it below what the House of R presentauves have 
fixeditat. T! j make it, ‘‘ for wages of work- 
men and adjusters, $65,493.”’ 

Mr. WILSON. 1 understand this proposed 
amendment makes it $165,493. The Finance 
Committee propose t yadd $100,000. l propose to 
amend the amendment so as to add only $90,000. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. lverson.) 
The question is on the amendment to the amend- 
ment to strike out **one hundred,’’ and insert 
** fifty 79 so that it will read: 


For wace 0 and adjusters, $115,493. 

Mr. HUNTER. I have already explained the 
purpose the committee had in restoring the esti- 
mate. It will de for the Senate to say whether 
they will restore it. . 

Mr. GWIN. i have only to say that this is 
the exact amount of the estimate of the Depart- 
ment. The case’is precisely like the one that 
was voted on before. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The amendment of the committee was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Fi- 
nance was, on page 26, line six hundred and thir- 
ty-one, to strike out ** twenty-two,’’ and insert 
** forty-five,’’ so as to appropriate for the New 
York assay office: 

Por wages of workmen, $45,000. 

The Amendment was agreed to. 


sof workin 


The next amendment of the Committee on Fi- 
nance was, on page 27, line six hundred and 
thirty-six, to strike out ** fifteen,’’ and insert 
‘‘ thirty-four,’’ so as to appropriate for the branch 
mint at New Orleans: 

For wages of workmen, £34,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the committee was, on 
page 29, after line six hundred and ninety-five, 
to insert: 

To enable the Secretary of the Interior to have taken a 
census of reer! ople of the Territory of Kansas, with a view 
to its adinissif™\ into the Union as a State, $20,000. 

Mr. SIMMONS. It is utterly impossible for 
anybody to keep the run of these things. I should 


like t have an explanation of where this amend- 
ment goes to 


Mr. HUNTER. This is an estimate from the 
Secretary of the Interior. He proposes to take 
the census of Kansas. He thinks it expedient 
Under the English bill, 
which was passed, whenever they have the rep- 
resentative number, they are entitled to come in, 
but not before; and witha view to do everything 
that is fair aud equal, he proposes to take this 


ind politic to do so. 


Census 

Mr. PUGH. Did I understand the Senator 
from Khode Island to object to that amendment? 

Mr. SIMMONS. Ido not object to it, but I 
want to know why itis proposed, so as to know 
how to vote. I cannot tell from the mere reading 
of these amendments. I ar satisfied with the 
f xplan lion. 

‘The amendment was azreed to. 

Mr. QREEN. | have some amendments to 

yme in appropriately at that point. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 

first on the amendments of the committee. 

Mr. GREEN. According to original parlia- 
mentary law, I have a right to offer my amend- 
ments now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The practice 
of the Senate is to go on with the amendments of 
the Committee on Finance first. 

Mr. GREEN. It is the practice of the Senate, 
but contrary to parliamentary law. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Fi- 
nance was, at page 35, in line eight hundred and 
forty-one, to strike out the word ‘“paper,’’ and 
insert ** printing,’’ so that the clause will read: 

For deficiency in printing for first session of Tairty-Fifth 


$38,579 13. 
Mr. HUNTER. 
verbal error. 
‘The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the committee was, at 
the end of the bill to add: 


Congress, 


That is merely to correct a 


For deficiency in the appropriation for the compensation 

id mileage of Senators during the present Congress, 
=O,.2093 35. ; 

Mr. HUNTER. That is made necessary by 
the admission of a new State. 

Cie amendment was agreed to. 

‘The next amendment of the committee was to 
add as a new section: 

Sec. 2. .dnd be it further enacted, That tthe authority 
riven by the sixth section of the act entitled ** An act re 
lating to foreign eoins, and to the coinage of cents at the 
Mint of the United States,’ approved February 21, 1857, to 
pay out 

ud act to be coined, in exchange for the fractional parts 
ot the dollar therein named, at their nominal value of 
twenty-five, twelve and a halt, and six and a quarter cents, 
respectively, shall be, and the same hereby is, extended to 
two years trom and after the 2Ist of February, 1859, and no 
longer. 

Mr. HUNTER. There was a law passed pro- 
viding that .for two years the Mint should give 
the new cents in exchange for the worn Spanish 
coin of the old denominations. The Government 
makes something by the operation, and the Di- 
rector of the Mint recommends that it shall be 
extended for a further time. 

“he amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the committee was to 
insert as a new section: 

Sec.3. And be it further enacted, That when refined gold 
bullion shall be deposited in the United States Mint, orany 
of its branches, it shall be the duty of the treasurer to make 
payments for such bullion as soon as the value thereof shall 
have been ascertained, and the coin made from the same ; 
but the treasurer shall not be required to pay the amount 
intil it has been actually coined. 


Mr. HUNTER. The other section ought to 
be read with it, as part of the same amendment: 
Sec. 4, And be it further enacted, That the charge for 
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at the Mint the cents authorized and directed by | 


— 


| it up. 


February 22, 


making coin from refined gold bullion shall be three eighths 
of one per centum. - 

The object of this amendment is particularly do. 

signed for the mint in California, which is prob. 
ably too small for the operations to be required 
It is to encourage the refining of gold outside o¢ 
the Mint. It provides thatifthe holders of bullion 
shall present coin properly refined outside, they 
may get it coined at one eighth less than where the 
whole operation has to be performed in the Min; 
This little advantage is given in order to enoour. 
age what Mr. Hamilton said when he recom. 
mended the original scheme for the Mint ovo} 
always to be done: that is to say, that the refin- 
ing should take place outside of the Mint. elt is 
done in England and in France; and if this pro. 
rision should encourage that practice, we shal! 
vet rid of the necessity for enlarging the mint in 
California; we shall get rid of the most expensiy, 
part of the operations and the most dangeroy 
part, for we incur most risks in refining the gold 
dust and bullion inside of the Mint. It is done 
for the purpose of giving the depositor his Option 
either to have it refined outside or inside, at his 
pleasure. If he has it refined outside, it is coined 
for a little less than if he has it refined inside. |f 
this should end, as we believe it will, in bringino 
the practice of refining outside into general use, 
the United States will avoid a great deal of risk: 
they will avoid the necessity for enlarging their 
building’, and will be enabled them to dispens, 
with the labor which it is proposed to cut off, If 
this plan should succeed, we can cut off more 
than the House cut off in the labor that is em. 
ployed in the Mint. 

Mr. STUART. For the purpose of placing 
this all in one amendment, as it ought to be, [ 
move to strike out of the amepdment the words 
‘*Section 4. And be it further enacted, ’’ and insert 
the word ** and,’’so as to make it all one section, 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed 
to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
now is on the amendment as amended. 

Mr. SIMMONS. If I understood the chai 
man of the Committee on Finance, the object of 
this amendment is to prevent some expenditure 
in the mint at San Francisco. 

Mr. HUNTER. No, sir. I stated that, if this 
led to the adopiion of refining outside of the Mint, 
it would produce a great saving, because we 
should get rid of the most expensive part of the 
operations in the Mint, to wit, refining; and it 
would save us the necessity, which may otlier- 
wise be pressed on us, of adding to the building 
at San Francisco, because it is not large enough 
to refine and coin, too, all the gold that will prob- 
ably be brought there, but is large enough to coin 
all that will be brought if the refining is done out- 
side. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I think if the object is to 
have its application at San Francisco, the amend- 
ment should confine itto that place. Why should 
it be necessary to impose this restriction on all 
the other mints, if it is intended only to operate 
ata particular mint where the gold is dug out? 
I have some doubt as to the propriety of interfer- 
ing with that mint by this regulation. 

Mr. HUNTER. [If it be the sense of the Sen- 
ate, I am willing to confine it to that mint; but | 
thought if there was benefit in the operation, we 
might as well extend it to the Atlantic side also. 
I think it will ultimately be an economical pro- 
cess; but still, if they find it better there, the prac- 
tice will extend itself east. Iam willing to con- 
fine it there. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I want to inquire further, 
whether it*is intended that those who deposit 
bullion in the Mint shall be obliged to wait three 
or four months before they can get the coin. 
[‘* No!’’] That is what it says here. I under- 
stood the whole policy of establishing these mints 
was to facilitate the holders of dust and bullion, 
or bars, in getting the money readily from the 
mints. I recollect last year that the chairman of 
the Committee on Finance urged us to pass the 


, Treasury note bill, because some money was re- 


quired for that purpose. Now, it seems to me 
that here is a provision that nobody shall get pay 
for the bullion until it is actually coined. I want 
to get it right. I have voted for all these laborers, 
because I think it important not to have this 
money lying by for the want of persons to work 
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Mr. GWIN. I will state to the Senator from 
Rhode Island, that the practice now is in Califor- 
ia to deposit in the mint unassayed gold. Then 
+ has to be assayed, which takes time; then it has 
., be refined, which takes time; and then it is 


coined. If it were, presented as refined gold all 
they have to do would be to put init ten per cent. 
of alloy, and coin it instantly. Now, it takes fif- 
teen or twenty days when they putin the gold dust; 
but by this process they could get it out in one 
or two days. It shortens the time greatly. At 
present they put in the gold dust, and it has to be 
.ssaved and refined, and then coined; but if the 
assaving and refining were done before it is put 
: the Mint, the coining would be done rapidly. 
The reason for such a provision now is more im- 
rative, because we heretofore had abullion fund; 
but the exhausted state of the Treasury has taken 
ur bullion fund away from all the mints, and 
they cannot pay for assayed bullion imme- 
diately when it is deposited, as was the case two 
three years ago, when there was a surplus in 
Treasury, and this money was not needed. 
fy order that the bullion fund that is necessary 
tobe kept, if there is any refining done in the 
mints, should not be exhausted by these deposits 
of refined gold, a proviso has been inserted by 
chairman of the Committee on Finance, an 
ver-precaution,as I think, that the coin shall be 
paid out of the refined gold deposited. I do not 
think that itis necessary; but the chairman of the 
Committee on Finance has inserted it, in order to 
reserve the bullion fund which is yecessary to pay 
for the deposits of gold dust, if persons choose to 
fine in the Mint as under the present law. I 
think it is an unnecessary precaution; but, at all 
events, this is a vast saving of time; for when the 
efined gold is placed in the Mint, they have noth- 
¢ todo but putitin the alloy and coin itatonce. 
Mr. SIMMONS. I do not object to that. Lam 
willing that the Senator from California and the 
chairman of the Committee on Finance, should 
agree about the mint in California. It is a large 
one,and it may take some time. ButI do not see 
the propriety of this provision. I understand the 
chairman of the Committee on Finance is willing 
to agree to an amendment that it shall apply to 
California, and with that I shall be satisfied. 
Mr. HUNTER. I have no objection to that 
—say, “ shall be deposited in the branch mint of 
the United States, at San Francisco.’’ 
Mr. SIMMONS. Make that amendment and 
I shall not object. 


The PRESIDINGOFFICER. The Chair hears 
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no objection to that amendment being made, and 


twill be so modified. The question recurs on 
the amendment as amended. 

Mr. SIMMONS. 
treasurer shall not be required to pay the amount 
until it has been actually coined.”’ 


# is refined we ought to pay for it. 

Mr. HUNTER. 
cessity for a large bullion fund. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Not very large, if it can be 
done, as the Senator from California says, in one 
or two days. 

Mr.GWIN. In two or three days they can 
coin refined gold if it is not deposited in great 
quantities, 


Mr. SIMMONS. Itnever can be in great quan- H 


tities daily, 

Mr. HUNTER. I hope that will not be done. 
hat will entail an expense on the operation. We 

want to cheapen things. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 


It now reads, ‘* but the | 


Why notin- | 
sert the words ** refined or’’ before ** coined 2’? If | 


That would involve the ne- 


is On the amendment of the Senator from Rhode , 


Island to the amendment. 
Mr. SEWARD. What is it? 
Mr. SIMMONS. I propose to strike out from 


the sixth line the words, ‘* but the treasurer shall | 


not be required to pay the amount uatil it has 
been actually coined.’? Then it will read that 
when its value is ascertained, and it is refined 
gold, he shall pay for it. The provision as it 
stands might induce a great deck of favoritism. 


fa man carried refined gold to the mint, and hap- | 
pened to be in a little disfavor, he could be kept | 


off for months. They might say his parcel of 
gold had not been coined. He must wait until his 


from California is right, that in the course of a 
week it can be coined, it will impose no hardship 
on the treasurer to pay the money. I therefore 
move tostrike out the words, ** but the treasurer 
shall not be required to pay the amount untl it 
has been actually coined.’’ Then it willread that 
whenever refined gold is deposited he shall pay as 
soon as its value is ascertained. That is proper. 

Mr. HUNTER. That would give an improper 
advantage to the persons who have it refined out 
of the mint. They would not only have it coined 
one eighth cheaper, but have the money advanced 
the moment they produced the gold. Itis not 
always the case that those who carry it to the 
mint to be refined, have it coined there. If that 
amendment is adopted, I could not go for the 
original amendment, because it would impose on 
the Government the ¢ xpense probably of keeping 
some half a million dollars as a bullion fund to 
make these advances, and I am not willing to im- 
pose any additional burdens in that way. Iam 
willing to give them the chance. 1 believe it 
would be a great thing if we could introduce the 
policy, and if we could give them the one eighth 
—that is enough. 

Mr. GWIN. I hope the Senator from Rhode 
Island will not insist on it, if it should cause the 
loss of the original amendment. The inconveni- 
ence cannot be great. 

Mr. SIMMONS. It may not be great, but it 
might be very great. I suppose the policy of these 
mints is, toa large extent, to encourage th 
age of gold. : 

Mr. GWIN. Iam in favor of the Senator’s 
amendment, but I should not like to losagghe ori- 
ginal one; and the chairman of the Committee on 
Finance will go against it, if it be amended. 

Mr. SIMMONS. We shall not lose it if the 
people that understand it will vote for it. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
now, is on the amendment of the committee, as 
amended. 

Mr. KING. Let it be read. 


The Secretary read it, as follows: 


coln- 


Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That when refined 


gold bullion shall be deposited in the branch mint of the 
United States, at San Francisco, in California, it shall be 
he duty of the treasurer to make payments for such bul- 
lion as soon as the value thereof shall have been ascertained, 
and the coin made from the same; but the treasurer shall 
not be required to pay the amount until ithas been actually 
coined. And that the charge for making coin from refined 
gold bullion, shail be three eights of one per centum.”’ 

Mr. SIMMONS. I should like to ask the chair- 
man of the committee if there has been ever Any 
charge before? 

Mr. HUNTER. It is now one half of one per 
cent. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. PUGH. I wish to call the attention of the 
Senator from Virginia to the appropriations for 
the Territory of Oregon. They ought to be strick- 
en out, since Oregon is admitted as a State. The 
appropriations are on page 27, lines six+tiundred 
and fifty-one to six hundred and fifty-eight. I 
move to strike out the following items: 

“ Territory of Oregon., 

‘Por salaries of Governor, three judges, and secretary, 
$12,500. 

** For contingent expenses of said Territory, $1,500. 

‘* For compensation and mileage of the members of the Le- 
gislative Assembly, officers, cherks, and contingent expenses 
of the Assembly, $20,000.”’ 

Mr. HUNTER. 
out. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MASON. I understand the chairman of 
the Committee on Finance has got through with 
the amendments of that committee. 1 desire to 
offer an amendment, on page 13, to insert, at the 
end of line three hundred and six, this clause, to 
follow the appropriation for the Treasury Depart- 
ment: 

And that the time fixed by law within which the creditors 
of the late Republic of Texas may file t! 
Treasury Department be, and the same is hereby, extended 
to the Ist day of January, 1861. 


Mr. HUNTER. 


They onght to be stricken 


I leave it to the Chair if that 
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vate claim. The case is this: There is in the 
Treasury the balance of a ffnd appropriated to 
pay certain creditors of Texas; but the law re- 
quires that they shall file their claims by a given 
Gs. That time expired on the Ist day of Janu- 
ary, 1858; and, therefore, claims that were not 
filed at that time were excluded. The creditors 
were required to have their claims adjudicated at 
the treasury of Texas; and when thus adjudicated 
they were to be filed and reéxamined at the Treas- 
ury of the United States. This matter was referred 
to the Committee on Finance, who reported a joint 
resolution for its payment; but there is no chance 
of that joint resolution passing. I consulted the 
chairman of the Committee on Finance, and did 
not understand him to object. I did consult an- 
other member of the Committee on Finance, ask- 
ing their approbation to offer it in this way. If 
itis not done, the whole effect will be that this 
balance will remain in the Treasury, without the 
power of the authorities to apply it to the pur- 
poses of the appropriation to pay the Texas cred- 
ltors. 

The case that called it to my attention was one 
of very trying hardship. A foreiguer, a gentle- 
man whom I happened to have known in former 
days, became possessed of a portion of the debt 
of Texas which remained unpaid, and there was 
very little prospect of its being paid uatil the Uni- 
ted States made an arrangement with Texas, by 
which a certain sum of money was appropriated 
to pay a certain class of Texas debts. This gen- 
tleman was in Europe, and never had heard of 
the law until the time had been extended up to 
the Ist of January, 1858. He then learned it ac- 
cidentally, and sent his claims to Texas, as re- 
quired by law, with a view of having them adju- 
dicated there, and they would have been in time 
for the Ist of January, 1858, but that the mail- 
steamer between New Orleans and Texas was 
lost, and thus he was shut out. I only instance 
that to show the propriety and the justice of giv- 
ing time for those who are ata distance to pre- 
sent their claims. That is the whole object. It 
is not to provide for a private claim, because the 
money is already appropriated to pay this class 
of claims. ‘The claim is not to be paid until it is 
adjudicated. It was to be adjudicated in Texas. 
That has been done. The money is in the Treas- 
ury, ready to be paid, and the money is appro-* 
priated. I hope it wil! be the pleasure of the Sen- 
ate to adopt the amendment. 

Mr. WARD. In addition to what the Senator 
from Virginia has said, | can state that there is 
no additional money to be paid. The money is 


already in the Treasury, and it is only necessary 


’ 
ir claims at the 


| be not a private claim, and whether it can come | 


parcel is coined. That would beahardship. How | 


18 he to know when his particular bars of gold are 


coined? He will have no knowledge of it. If the | 


value of it is actual y ascertained, and the Senator 


} 


| in under the rule? 
Mr. MASON. I took it for granted my col- 


league was satisfied it was not a private claim, in 


,, any form or shape. It is to carry out a provision | 
\| of an existing law, and is not to provide for a pri- 


now to extend this time to accommodate persons 
who have neglected to attend to this matter, I 
can say that the best portion of the community 
that have these elaims, are farmers who have not 
kept up with the dates and times necessary to 
file their claims. I have received several com- 
munications, on the subject from planters who 
are in this comditiqa since. I have been here. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I wish simply to say, that 
in no sense can this be considered a private claim, 
forthe reasonthatitis noclaimatall. Itis neither 
a private nor a public elairm. It is not a claimon 
this Governmentin any shape orform. The ques- 
tion is a very simple one. We appropriated a cer- 
tain amount of money, and part of it is now in 
the Treasury, to pay certain creditors of Texas. 
There is a residue on hand. It must go either to 
the creditors who have already received a per- 
centage, or else it must go, so far as may be ne- 
cessary, to some who, by reason of accident, have 
received nothing. The time havingexpired Within 
which these men could come upon the list, upon 
examination the committee were perfectly satis- 
fied, when they reported the former resolution, 
that they ought to have an opportunity to eome 
in and take their portion of the percentage before 
it was disposed of to others who had been before 
paida portion. These persons have made no claim 
upon this Government in any shape or form. The 
claim is upon the fund which we have already 
appropriated, not upon us; and itis a question be- 
tween them and other parties. Thatis the amount 
of it. The amendment is eminently just and 
proper, aml I hope that there will be no sort of 
objection made to it anywhere. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair does 
not consider the amendment obnoxious to the 30th 
rule, and therefore overrules the point of order 
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The question is on the adoption of the amend- | 
ment. 


The amendment Was agreed to. 


Mr. BAYARD. I wish to move, by instruc- 
tion of the Committee on the Judiciary, an amend- 
ment, to come in at page 30, lines seven hundred 
and nine, seven hundred and ten, and seven hun- 
dred and eleven, to strike out the words ** For 
salaries of the Attorney General, and the clerks 
and messenger in his office, $14,967,’’ and insert: 

For salaries of the Attorney General and assistant and 
clerks and messenger in his office, $14,967: Provided, That 
the Attorney General, in place of the six clerks now em 
ployed in his office, be, and he is hereby, autbonzed to ap- 
point one assistant, learned in the law, at an annual salary 
of @3,000, two third-class clerks at salaries of 81,600 each, 
and one second class clerk at a salary of $1,490; and that 
the said Attorney General be authorized, when necessary, 
10 employ temporary clerks, provided that the allowance to 
such temporary clerks shall in no one year exceed $1,000 : 
Provided aiso, That all moneys hereafter drawn out of the 
Treasury upon the requisition of the Attorney General, 
shall be disbursed by such disbursing officer as the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury may direct. 

The effect of the amendment is to reduce the 
expenses in the office of the Attorney General by 
about sixteen hundred dollars a year, in clerks, 
and to give about one thousend, if he finds it ne- 
cessary to employ temporary clerks. I presume, 
therefore, there can be no objection to it. It re- 
arranges the force in his office, providing salaries 
in such a mode that it may be made more effective, 
and reduces the general expense to the Govern- 
ment. The second clause of the amendment is in 
order to protect the officer as wellas the Govern- 
ment. As it stands now, all moneys, no matter 
for what purpose, drawn by the Attorney Gen- 
eral, are disbursed by him without any security 
on his part, and he is obliged to intrust them to 
some of the persons in the office. The second 
clause of the amendment requires that it shall be 
done by a disbursing clerk whenever the money 
is drawn on his requisition, to be designated by 
the Secretary of the Treasury. The effect of it 
will be that the disbursing clerk will give security, 
and the United States will be secured from loss; 
and it is more regular that it should beso. I 
trust there will be no objection to the amendment. 
[t creates no expense. 

Mr. HUNTER. The only objection I have to 
it is that it increases the system of appointing 
assistants to the heads of Departments. I do not 
Believe it isa good plan. I believe the operation 
of it is to relieve them of responsibility to a great 
extent. 

Mr. BAYARD. I amunable to see how this 
mode of appointment takes away any responsi- 
bility. The word * assistant’’ is used, because 
the class of officer he must employ for the pur- 
pose he cannot get at a less salary, and yet he is 
more’efficient aid to him than half'a dozen clerks. 
The truth is, that the business of the office of the 
Attorney General has expanded so much in the 
last six or eight years, that it is impossible for 
him, without having a man skilled in the law to 
aid him in the performance of his office duties, to 
verform properly hisduties in the Supreme Court. 
Phe number of California land cases alone places 
him in that position. Tle had at one timetight 
hundred of those cases brought ina single batch 
for his examination, to determine whether he 
would appeal to the Supreme Court or not. He 
has still pending a vast number of those cases. 
The records occupy hundreds of pages. They 
involve an inquiry both into fact and into law. 
He cannot expect an ordinary clerk in a Depart- 
ment to do that. ‘To have the Attorney General 
go through these records would be physically 
impossible, and, at the same time, perform his 
daties ‘In the Supreme Court. 

Mr. MASON. Allow me to ask if this is rec- 
ommended by the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. BAYARD. Yes, sir; it is. 

The amendment was avreed to. 

Mr. KING. I desire to offer an amendment to 
the last clause of the section relating to the assay 
office, in New York, in line six hundred and 
thirty-one, as it was amended by the Finance 
Committee. 1 propose to insert: 

Provided, That any sufficient surplus in the funds appli- 
cable for incidental and contingent expenses of the assay 
office at New York, shall, under the dicection of the Sec 
retary of the Treasury, be applied to such alteration of the 
assay office building, and the purchase of such machinery 
ond nmplements as shall be necessary for executing at said 
office the coinage of all gold and silver builion that shall be 
ad -pagited therein for that purpose ; and as soon as the ne 


_tH 


cessary arrangements shall have been completed, the oper- 
ations of coinage at said office shall be commenced—sub- 
ject, in all respects, to the provisions of the act establishing 
said office, and to the laws of the United States relative to 
the Mint and branches, so far as the same shall! be appli- 
cable. 


Mr. HUNTER. 1 raise aquestion of order on 
that. It does not come from any committee. It 
proposes an additional appropriation. 


Mr. KING. No; it does not propose any ad- | 


ditional appropriation. 

Mr. HUNTER. 
tion for contingent expenses. 
tional appropriation. There is no such appro- 
priation now in the bill. 

Mr. KING. They have a fund for contingent 
expenses there; and this makes no appropriation, 
and is hot designed to do so. 

Mr. HUNTER. I submit it to the Chair to 


decide. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. From the read- || 


ing of the amendment, it appears to the Chair that 
it 1s only a direction as to the application of an 
appropriation already made. 

Mr. HUNTER. I think itis not an appropria- 
tion already made. The amendment makes an 
appropriation. 

Mr. KING. No, sir. 

Mr. HUNTER. There is no appropriation in 


the bill for contingent expenses of the assay office | 


at New York. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. As the Chair 
understands the amendment, it only provides that 
if there be any surplus in the appropriation for 
contingent expenses, it shall be applied in a cer- 
tain way. ‘The Chair thinks it is not obnoxious 
to the rut. 

Mr. HUNTER. 
it is in order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
Mr. KING. 
it. 

Mr. HUNTER. I have a word or two to say 
on it. 


Mr. KING. 


Does the Chair decide that 
Yes, sir. 


to 


I supposed there would be no 


objection to it. It seems to me the reason for its | 


passage is obvious; but I will hear what the 
chairman of the committee has to say. 

Mr. HUNTER. This is a proposition, as I 
understand, to make a mint in New York. A\l- 
though it might be well enough that New York 
should have a mint, if you were to make a gen- 
eral change of the mints and diminish the number 
of them, still, 1 do not believe it is right to do 
anything so radical upon an appropriation bill. 
If there 1s anything which ought to be a separate 
measure, itis this. I hope the-Senate, without 
regard to the question of the propriety of estab- 
lishing a mint in New York, will vote down this 
amendment on the ground that itis inappropriate 
he re, J 

Mr. KING. The amendment does not pro- 
pose either to remove any existing mint or to es- 
tablish a mint in New York. The assay office 
in New York was established some years since, 
and the benefits to result from the provisions of 
the amendment, it seems to me, are too obvious 
to require any comment. I have here, a brief 


statement of the business which has been trans- | 


acted at that assay office, from its establishment 
in October, 1854, to December 31, 1858. During 
that time, the gold bullion deposited there has 
amounted to $92,200,000; the silver bullion to 
$4,500,000; making a total of $96,700,000. Of 
this, there has been sent to the Mint at Phil- 
adelphia for coinage, during the same period, of 
gold, $31,300,000; of silver, $4,500,000—total, 
$35,800,000. ‘The cost of transportation of bul- 
lion to Philadelphia, and the return of coins, has 
been, for gold, one dollar per $1,000, $31,300; sil- 
ver, three dollars per $1,000, $13,500 —g44,800. 
This is a very consalerable amount of money 
which has been expended simply for the trans- 


portation of the bullion to Philadelphia and its re- || 


turn to New York ascoin. Although that is en- 
titled to consideration, it is not by any means the 
only point to be looked at. In the transfer of 
these targe sums of money between the two cities, 
the Government is liable to great loss by casual- 
ties or felonies during the period of transporta- 
tion. The bullion is transported by an express 
company, sometimes in quantities of $500,000, 
and in case of a loss by robbery, or by any acci- 
dent, none of those express companies would be 
able to indemnify the Government. The'crossing 
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It proposes an appropria- | 
That is an addi- | 


I trust there will be no objection | 


February 22, 

} of the two rivers, the Delaware and the Hudsoy 

|in many seasons of the year, exposes thes, 

|| amounts, in the vessels in which they pass, to 

great danger by collision and sinking; and thys 

the risk to the Government is a very large coy. 
sideration. 

1 do not propose to bring to the attention of the 
Senate the considerations which arise from the 
character of the city of New York and its bygj. 

| ness, as to the propriety of furnishing there this 
facility forstamping coin. ‘The proposition which 
1 make is, to enable the assay office at New 
York, out of its contingent fund, to purchase the 
materials which may be necessary to enable it to 
stamp the coin. New York is, and necessarily 
must be, the point at which the price of exchange 
between this and other countries is ascertained 
| and determined. When the price of foreign ex. 
change is high, bullion goes abroad either in coin 
or in the ingots of refined metal from the assay 
office, and they go into foreign mints for coinage: 
large amounts of gold have been carried abroad 
'in this way. All that can now be done at the 
assay office in New York is, to refine the metal, 
stamp the bars of bullion, and designate their 
weight and value. This contributes to carry the 
| metal abroad, and in this view is‘an object of in- 
terest to those who desire to retain in our own 
country, at all times, a substantial amount of 
specie circulation. 

I wil] not argue in relation to the propriety of 
the original location of the Mint. When Phila- 
delphia was selected as the location for the Mint, 

‘it was the politi€al and commercial capital of the 
country. All the reasons which existed origin- 
ally for the location of the Mint at Philadelphia, 

|| now exist in a much stronger degree for its loca- 
|| tion in New York; but that is not proposed. We 
understand and comprehend the rival interests of 
commercial cities and of States, and the interest 
they feel in this matter. We do not propose to 
disturb the Mint at Philadelphia. What we ask 
| is, that, at this great entrepot of commerce, the 
|| assay office already established may be authorized 
without any expense to the Government, by econ- 
omising its contingent fund, to purchase the ne- 
| cessary instruments forcoining the gold. This can 
|| be done, out of the moneys saved in the expense 
|| of these transmissions of the metal to and from 
| Philadelphia, in a very short iime. The proposi- 
| tion which I make is, simply to extend to New 
| York what already has been extended to New 
|| Orleans, to Dahlonega, and other places of no 
|, great commercial importance from their facility 
|| to mining districts; and what appropriately has 
|| been extended to San Francisco. The whole 
|| country is just as much interested in it as the peo- 
ple of the city of New York. There is no portion 
|| of the country interested in manufactures or com- 
|| merce, which is not interested in permitting this 
| facility. It is a tax on the coinage to be com- 
|, pelled to .carry the bullion from New York to 
Philadelphia and back again; and as a friend of 
|, mine, residing in New York, said, you might 
| just as well abolish the custom-house, in the city 
| of New York, on the ground that a custom-house 
| at the city of Philadelphia could transact all the 
business. It certainly could receive all the goods; 
and you might as well require that goods brought 
to New York should be sent over to Philadelphia 
for entry and for the payment of duties, and thea 
| returned to New York. There is no good reason 
|| for this. The only reason why a branch mint, 
in form and in the ordinary mode in which such 
| establishments by name are established, has not 
| been already established in New York, has been 

from the apprehension that it might lead to a 

change of the location of the Mint, and that New 

York might become the seat of the principal Mint 

instead of a branch. ‘This reason, however, 18 

not a good one for refusing to supply merchants 
both at home and abroad, and the whole country, 
with the facilities which such an establishment in 

‘| the city of New York would afford. 

I have deemed it my duty to make the propo- 
sition. Of course the Senate will act according 
to its judgment. I did not expect any opposi- 
tion to the amendment from the chairman of the 

| Committee on Finance. I think he ought not to 
| have made objection, inasmuch as the amend- 

| ment does not involve any expense. I think a 

|| suggestion from that committee ought not to be 


} 
| this proposition, but that it should stand nakedly 


| urged asa make-weight against the adoption of 





185 


on 18 
ginia, 
wy, 
this } 





PS AES ae SAE 


gat POR NR 


be be 
on. 
The: 
be mm 
son f 
and | 
a Se} 
The 
opin 
| ha 
this 
Seng 
com 
diffi: 
stag 
osill 
the 
pus! 
Sen 
it W 
N 
ide! 
ado 
to} 
bul 
for 
ant 
tha 
ma 
ces 
shi 
at 
to 
is 
er 
of 
ba 
ve 
of 
ar 
e) 
, 
WwW 
tc 





y 22, 


ludson, 
8 these 
ASS, to 
nd thus 
ge con. 


1 of the 
om the 
8 busi. 
re thig 
Which 
t New 
ase the 
dle it to 
SSarily 
change 
rtained 
Zn ex. 
IN coin 
 ASsay 
nage; 
abroad 

at the 

metal, 

2 their 

ry the 

of in- 
r Own 
unt of 


iety of 
Phila- 
Mint, 
of the 
rigins 
Iphia, 
3 10Ca. 
|. We 
sts of 
terest 
se to 
re ask 
e, the 
rized 
econ- 
e ne- 
is can 
pense 
from 
/Posl- 
New 
New 
of no 
cility 
y has 
vhole 
peo- 
rtion 
com- 
this 
com- 
‘k to 
id of 
Licht 
city 
ouse 
| the 
ods; 
ught 
phia 
thea 
1son 
int, 
such 
not 
een 
oa 
New 
Lint 
ae 
ints 
try, 
tin 


po- 
ing 
)s8I- 
the 
L to 
nd- 
ca 
be 
of 


lly 


dese V 


aes Ho S wad 


La NS dA 


eee 


cet eae ae 


1859. | 5 


on its merits. I believe the Senator from Vire || 


sinia, in his judgment of the wants of the coun- 
try, must say, if be were compelled to speak, that 
this is but a just and fair proposition; that it will 
be beneficial to the whole country in its opera- 
tion. Then why not make it here upon this bill ? 
The objection to the manner might just as well 
be made to the thing itself;and it is no good rea- 
son for rejecting a proposition, sound, right, just, 
and proper in itself, because it does not come in 
a separate bill. It is in order to be moved here. 
The Senate can vote upon it and pronounce its 
opinion. I have offered it upon this bill because 
| have not supposed that a separate single bill for 
this object could be brought to the action of the 
Senate and House of Representatives so as to 
command a vote to decide it. Weall know the 
dificulty of getting up such a question at this 
stage of the session with various important prop- 
ositions that are pending before Congress, and 
the scufile between members as to the priority of 
business. I have offered this proposition, and the 
Senate can give its opinion on it justas well as if 
it were presented in a separate bill, 

Mr. SEWARD. I cannot conceive, Mr. Pres- 
ident, that there is any legitimate objection to the 
adoption of thisamendment. The bill proposes 
to pay the expense of the coinage, at New York, of 
bullion coming into the United States at that port, 
for purposes of domestic and foreign commerce, 
and for the uses of revenue. The amendment is, 
that, at the assay office in New York city, they 
may be authorized*to coin bullion received in ex- 
cess of what is required to be transported in the 
shape of bullion, aad which must be received at 
a time when exchange requires coin in preference 
to bullion. In such casts, a vast amount of gold 
is necessarily carried at the expense of the Gov- 
ernment from the city of New York to the city 
of Philadelphia, and is there coined, and carried 
back again to the city of New York. That in- 
volves a risk, to the Government, of some portions 
of the bullion and coin thus conveyed backwards 


and forwards; and, besides, it involves,a direct || 


expense to the Government of $20,000 a year. 
This amendment simply proposes, legitimately 
within the action of the assay office at New York, 
to save that $20,000, apd avoid that risk. 

It is, then, a proposition, in effect, to retrench 
the expenses of the Government $20,000 a year. 
What answer is there to such a proposition? 
Nothing, but that it will be inconvenient to the 
officers who are engaged in the Mint of the Uni- 
ted States at Philadelphia. Itis no inconvenience 
to the public, but an advantage. It may be said 
that it would be better and more convenient to 
have a certain number of officers at Philadelphia; 
but those officers are not wanted at Philadelphia, 
if they are wanted at all; they are wanted in 
the assay office in the city of New York, and it 
would be a simple proposition to transfer them 
from Philadelphia to New York. But in point of 
fact, they are not wanted in either place; and this 
$20,000 goes to support, in the city of Philadel- 
phia, officers who are practically useless to the 
United States. 

| hear no objection raised against the principle 
ofthe amendment. The only one is that which 
arises from a question of form; namely, that we 
propose to incorporate this provision into an ap- 
propriation bill; but the provision is of the same 
character with the other directions which are 
given in this bill, in regard to the expenses of 
coinage, It isexactly like that which has already 
been incorporated into the bill in regard to the 
mint at San Francisco, and is in itself pertinent 


and proper. Everything is proper here which re- | 


duces the expenses of the Government of the Uni- 
ted States, and at this time particularly desirable. 


I am very glad tg see that the honorable Senator | 


from Pennsylvania, on the other side of the Cham- 
ber, [Mr. Bic.er,] is now in his seat, for it was 
with some embarrassment that I rose to second 
my colleague when both the Senators from Penn- 
Sylvania were absent. I intended to speak long 
enough to give them an opportunity to come in, 
if possible. ; 

Mr. KING. I will say to my colleague that 
I called the attention of the Senator from Penn- 


sylvania to this subject, showed him the proposi- | 


tion which | intended to offer; and, as he is in the 


nate, he can speak for himself. There wasno | 


esign to get a vote without the presence of Sen- 
ators. Before I offered the amendment I showed 


it to the Senator from Pennsylvania, and stated | 
to him my intention to submit it. 
Mr. BIGLER. Iam sorry that I happened to 
be out when the Senator from New York offered | 
the amendment. Although I had some knowl- 


| edge of it, having seen it in the Senator’s hands, 


I had not understood its fullimport, and I do not 
know that 1 do now. I suggest to the Senator 
from New York that he allow the amendment to 
pass over until the bill comes up in the Senate, in 
order that | may have an opportunity, in the 
mean time, of reading it. 

Mr. SEWARD. Very well. 

Mr. KING. I think we had better take the 
vote on itnow. I would prefer to have a vote on 
it atonce; though, if my colleague thinks it better 
to let it go over, I shall not object. The propo- 
sition is simply to allow the assay office in New 
York to stamp ingots without additional expense 
to the Government. 

Mr. BIGLER. I think I understand it. 

Mr. SEWARD. Very well. 

Mr. BIGLER® | think I understand it; and it 
will necessarily withdraw a large proportion of 
the business of the Mint at Philadelphia. ‘That 

| is the inevitable effect. 

Mr. SEWARD. We want to hear why that 

| should not be done, if it is advantageous to the 
yublic. 

; Mr. BIGLER. I want the amendment to go 
over until the bill shall be reported to the Senate. 

Mr. KING. I desire that the proposition shall 
not be stated in that way. It does not propose 
to take any of the business from the Mintat Phil- 
adelphia. It simply proposes to stamp the coin 
deposited at New York, atthe place wWere it is 

| deposited. 

Mr. BIGLER. That is, of course, just doing 
the business that is done at Philadelphia. I do 
not say that it would increase the expense; but as 

| the Senator from New York very kindly consents 
| to let this amendment lie over 
| Mr. SEWARD. Will the honorable Senator 
indulge me inan explanation foramoment? ‘This 
amendment was offered by my colleague. I am 
not authorized to dispose of it, and he declines to 
accede to the proposition I made. 
Mr. BIGLER. I have not read the amend- 
ment. 
Mr. KING. I think to put it over would preju- 
| dice the amendment. It seems to me there can 
be no objection to it; it ought to be adopted, and 
I fear that delay will hazard its success, because 





i do not know. that we shall be able to get it in | 


again. I prefer now to have it adopted in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, when it is offered. If it is 
| not offered until the bill is reported to the Senate, 
| we can have but one question on it. 1 do not see 
| any motive for delay. If 1 had not, atan anterior 
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period, notified the Senator from Pennsylvania of | 


| my intention to offer it, I should not press it now. 
| We conversed about it, and there was a question 
| of order which | discussed with him. I did not 
say that the Senator from Pennsylvania gave his 
assent to the amendment. I only said that | 
showed it to him. 


Mr..BIGLER. 


I must dissent entirely from 


the statement of the Senator from New, York. I | 


happened to be at his desk by mere accident, 
speaking to him of an amendment which would 
| be offered by the Senator from Delaware. He 
spoke of an amendment which he designed to of- 
| fer, and I suggested to him that, as I understood 
the rules, it would be necessary for him to have 
the assent of a committee. He showed me the 


amendment in his hand; but [ did not read it, | 


nor did I understend its full import. I suggested 
to him that, in my opinion, it would be necessary 
for him to get the consent of a committee before 


| nor understand its import; and I did not under- 
stand myself as being consulted in reference to it 
atall. If the Senator had said, ‘* Here is a sub- 
ject that may get up some differences of opinion 
betwéen the representatives from Pennsylvania 
and New York,’’ I should have looked into it; 
but I did not so understand it, and [I cannot agree 
that I was I consulted at all on the subject; for it 


ment in the hands of the Senator. I only ask 
now that he will let it lie ever until I can exam- 
ine it, or if not, I will certainly claim the right to 
have it read. 


Mr. SEWARD afd Mr. KING. Certainly. 


he offered it; but I did not look into its effect, | 


was the merest accident that I saw the amend- | 


| 
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Mr. BIGLER. And have it further discussed. 

Mr. SEWARD. Let it be read. 

Mr. KING. There is no reason for a misun- 
derstanding. I did not claim that the Senator 
from Pennsylvania had assented to it. It was he 
that suggested to me that there was a probability 
that the amendment was not in order, and thatit 
might require the assent of a committee. I dis- 
sented, and thought not. The chairman of the 
Committee on Finance, h@wever, raised the poimt 
of order. I only allude to this fact to show that. 
there has been no intention on my part, in offer- 
ing this amendment, to take anybody by surprise; 
but to obtain simply a fair judgment of the Sen- 
ate upon the proposition, on itymerits. L alluded 
to the fact that I had showed it to the Senator 
from Pennsylvania, in reply to a suggestion of 
my colleague that he had spoken upon the subject 
in the absence of the Senator from Pennsylvania, 
to show that there had been no intention to have 
this proposition acted upon without thefuall know- 
ledge of all the parties interested in it. I did not 
claim, at any time, that the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania had assented to or approved of this 
proposition. On the contrary, on my suggesting 
itto him, he exhibited a disposition against it. | 
so understood him. 

Mr. BIGLER. I do not suppose that the Sen- 
ator from New York intended to take advantage 
of the absence of the Senators from Pennsylvania, 
The point | make is, that | was not consulted as 
to this amendment. I saw it inthe hands of the 
Senator, under the circumstances which I have 
If he had consulted me, and called 
my attention to its character and its probable 
effect and the discussion to which it was likely to 
lead, 1 should feel myself required to give way at 
once, and allow the vote to be taken. If the Sen- 
ator, in the course of the discussion, has left the 
impression on the Senate that I so understood the 
amendment, and had been consulted, of course I 
must dissent entirely from his position. | was 
not consulted as to its effects; but I rather volun- 
teered’ an opinion as to the question of order, 
without knowing exactly what the amendment 
was; for | was talking to him in reference to an- 
other question, 

Now, Mr. President, if the Senator from New 
York will not allow this amendment to go over 
until my colleague, who, I suppose, is somewhere 
about the building, and myself, can read and ex- 
amine it, | shall have to call for its reading, and 
insist upon its rejection, by the best reasoning l 
can employ at the time. 

Mr. KING. 1 ask that the. amendment may 
be read, so that there may be a full opportunity 
to understand it. 

The Secretary read the amendment 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I went to the desk and 
looked at this amendment a moment ago, and I 
do not exactly understand it. ‘There is some- 
thing about it that I should like to have explained 
by the mover, or the honorable chairman of the 
Committee on Finarfce. ‘The amendment seems 
to take it for granted that there isa surplus some- 
where sufficient to build and establish a mint. 
W here does that surplus come from? 

Mr. HUNTER. Lam notaware of it. I raised 
the same objection. Ido not know whé¥e it is. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I do not understand it. 
What is the fund out of which the mint is to be 
built in New York, under this amendment? 

Mr. KING. They have funds on hand for 
their contingent expenses, as | understand, which 
makes it unnecessary to appropriate pow for that 
purpose. ‘They obtain them, | suppose, from a 
former appropriation. Here, however, there is 
no proposition to build a mint. The proposition 
here is, that, in a building, in an, office already 
constructed and al! its expenses provided for, they 
shall have authority, out of this surplus, to buy 
certain machinery for stamping the metal as coin, 
instead of as ingots. There is none of the extraor- 
dinary expense which the Senator from Louisi- 
ana seems to suppose. If they have no funds, 
they can do nothing. Lunderstand that they-have 
been saved there, and there has been no necessity 
to use them; and in the report of the Secretary 
of the Treasury, giving his estimates for the pres- 
ent year, he states that there is no necessity for 
any appropriation for the contingent expenses of 
the assay office, because they had enough on 
hand. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I cannot vote for anything 


described. 
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without understanding it, and the chairman of the 
Cornmittee on Finance does not seem to know 
where there is any fund; and really the Senator 
from New York does not seem to know himself. 
We have no indication of whatitis going to cost. 
if there is a surplus of a contingent fund in the 
assay office in New York, it ought to be returned 
into the ‘Treasury, if mn 


tre quire d for the ass \y 
office. 


Then, are we ready to make a direct ap- 
proprmation for con Ing®purpo es there ldo not 
indicate at all any op yosition toa mintin New 
York. J have not thoueht of the subject; but I 
think we should know what we are voting upon. 
] really do not understand it. 

Mr. HALE. kis not my fortune, sir, to live 
either in New York or Philadelphia, and therefore 
] have no right to complain that [ was not con- 
sulted before this amendment was offered; and I 
think itis a little curious that the merits of the 
| tion whether 
sft to be diverted from Philadelp| ia or 
pre vented from going there. It seemed to be con- 
ceded, on the statement of the honorable Senator 
from New York, that this measure would involve 
no additional appropriation, and would be agreat 


amendmentshould tarnupon the que 
busine 


accommodation to the mercantile and business 
community; and thereupon the objection started 
was thatit would divert from Philad« Iphiaa part of 
the coinave which is now carried on there. Well, 
sir, suppose that to be so: what particular inter- 
est have the people of the United States in having 
their coinave done at Philadelphia instead of New 
York, provided it can be done just as cheaply at 
New York, and without involving any additional 
expense? | know that sometimes, when you man- 
ufacture a certain article,in acertain locality, the 
community come to think you cannot manufac- 
ture that sort of article anywhe reelse. Tree leet 
a little stream somewhere in the county of Essex, 
in Massachusetts, where, some fifty years ago, 
they used to manufacture a sort of little boat, 
called chebacco boat. ‘There was lumber enough 
there to build them; but, in process of time, the 
lumber was al! cut away, and there is not a stick 
out of which you can manufacture any chebacco 
boat there; but they go down into Maine, a hun- 
dred or two hundred miles off, cut timber, and 
bring it to that stream in Essex county, because 
the people have the impression that that is the 
only | lace where these boats can be manufac- 
tured, ‘That seems to be the impression in regard 
to the city of Philadelphia: that it is the only place 
where coin can be manufactured and stamped. 
Now, inasmuch as the city of New York does 
not ask any money, but simply from their pru- 
dent arrangement which they have had hereto- 


fore, have saved upanice 


little sum, they ask the 
privilege of expending their savings, not In in- 
creasing their salaries, (and it is a little wonder- 
ful that it has notcome in that shape,) but simply 
for the accommodation of the people in gent ral, I 
am in favor of the amendment; and I should be 
in favor of it even if it involved an expense equal 
to that which it costs to také bullion from New 
York and transport it over the Hudson and over 
the Delaware into Philadelphia and back to New 
York, at an expense of one dollar in every thou- 
sand. Ldo not know what necessity there is for 
the Unit@d States to carry their bullion from New 
York to Philadelphia and back again, unless it be 
on the impression that Philadelphia is the only 
place on the earth where this coinage can be car- 
ried on. I do not believe it. My own opinion is, 
that it would bea judicious, economical, and wise 
arrangement, to transfer the Mint from Philadel- 
phia to New York; but, perhaps, lam going fur- 
ther than my friends would have me; they may 
fear that J am injuring this measure by advocat- 
ing so much. b think, however, that {he money 
should be coined where the gold is brought; and 
we all know, that of the gold which comes from 
California and from all other parts of the earth-to 
this country, more than ninety per cent. of it 
comes into the city of New York. If it is neces- 
sary to have it carried by express companies one 
hundred miles before it is coined, | am willing to 
pay the expense; but if it be not necessary, and 
it can be done just as weil at the place where it 
comes tO and has to go from, New York, I do 
not see, for my life, the propriety or the economy 
of paying one dollar in every thousand, to have 
it sent by somebody’s company from New York 


to Philadelphia, and then from Philadelphia back || 


agnin to New York. 


In making these remarks, let me be understood 
as having not the slightest Lostility in the world 
to Philadelphia. I admire the city; it is a very 
beautiful city, well laid out, spacious in all its 
arrangements; improving in every point, politi- 
cally, as wellas otherwise. [ have no sort of hos- 
tility tort; but L think that when the bullion comes 
to New York, it is wise and statesmanlike and 
prudent and economical, to allow it to be stamped 
there, instead of subjecting it to the expense of 
roing one hundred miles, and back one hundred 
miles, which we may as well avoid. 

Mr. BIGLER. Mr. President—— 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Iverson.) 
Will Senators allow the Chair to make a correc- 
tion of a decision which has been made? When 
the point of order was raised by the Senator from 
Virginia, the Chair took it for granted that ap- 
propriations were made in this bill for contingent 
expenses of the assay office at New York, and 
that this amendment was only intended to make 
a direction or application of thg surplus of that 
fund that micht arise—— 

Mr. KING. Before the Chair makes the de- 
cision which I perceive he is inclined to make, I 
wish to state —— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Iam about to 
cerrect the former decision; but I will hear the 
Senator from New York. 

Mr. KING. ‘They have an appropriation for 
contingent expenses in the assay office at New 
York, which is provided by law, and that fund is 
now on hand; so that no appropriation is required 
in thisbill. -The fund results from the ol per- 
centage for the refining of the metal. This con- 
tingent fffnd exists; and it is one which they have 
from their own prudence and saving in the man- 
agement of the assay office, instead of calling upon 
the Treasury for a direct appropriation for it. 

Mr. HUNTER. The Senator will find, from 
line six hundred and twenty-nine to six hundred 
and thirty one of the bill, the appropriations for 
the assay office, and there is nothing there about 
contingent expenses. The items are: 

** Por salaries of officers and clerks, $24,700 ; for wages 
of workmen, $22,000.’ 

Mr. KING. There is not, in this bill, any ap- 
propriation for a contingent fund, and it is very 
creditable to the assay office in New York that 
there isnone. They have, out of the percentages 
allowed by law for the refinement, saved this sum. 
It is ample for their purposes, and they thus re- 
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Set a vote of the Senate. I want a vote of the 
Senate upon it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
fered again in the Senate. 

Mr. CAMERON. I was called out of the Sen. 
ate by a fair lady from my State—and I belieya 
any gentleman here would be glad to obey such 
a call; and I understand that in my absence—.. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair wij, 
inform the Senator that there is no amendment 
pending. 

Mr. CAMERON. I wish to get some inform. 
ation. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ameng. 


It can be of. 


/ ment of the Senator from New York was ruled 


| is any 


out of order. 

Mr. CAMERON. I was called into the Senate 
by information that something had been offered 
which affected the Mint at Philadelphia. If thera 
uestion which involves the interests of 
Pennsylvania, | should be very glad to be on 
hand. 

Mr. BIGLER. It has been ruled out of order. 

Mr. GREEN. The Committee on Territories 
have instructed me to offer the following amend. 
ment, to come in between lines six hundred and 
ninety-two and six hundred and ninety-three, 
under the head of the ** Territory of Kansas;” 

For deficiencies in the contingent expenses of Kansas, 
being the amount incurred during the administration of 
Governor J. W. Denver on that account, $2,275 22. 

Mr. HUNTER. That isa very just claim; 
and if it is not a private claim, it ought certuinly 
to pass. ; 


Mr. GREEN. It is not a private claim; it is 


|| an expenditure incurred @y the Executive of the 


Territory. If necessary, | ask that a communi- 
cation from the Treasury Department be read, 
[*Oh, no!’’} ri 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GREEN. The same committee instruct 
me to offera further amendment, in lines six hun- 
dred and ninety-one and six hundred and ninety- 


| two, to strike out *1,500,’’ and insert ** 6,500;” 
| so as to increase the appropriation for contingent 


| expenses of Kansas ‘Territory to $6,500. 


This 
is on the recommendation of the Secretary of 


| State. 


| which I offer as an individual Senator. 


quire no special annual appropriation for the con- | 


tingent fund, and yet they have there a contin- 
gent fund. 

Mr. BIGLER. The decision of the Chair is 
evidently correct. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair has 
not yet decided the point. [Laughter.] Senators 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. GREEN. I have another amendment, 
It*is to 
come in as an additional section: 

And be it further enacted, That the provisions of the fifth 
section of the * act making appropriations for the civil and 
diplomatic expenses of the Government forthe vear 1841,” 


| approved the 3d day of March, 1841, and the eighth section 
| of the act entitled **An act making appropriations for certain 


i iterposed and prevented the Chair from deciding. || 


if Senators will be a little more patient, the Chair 
will decide. 
Mr. BIGLER. I will await the decision. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair de- 
cided, at first, that the point of order was not well 
taken, under the impression that an appropria- 


tion for the contingent expenses alluded to, and | 


the application of which were directed by the 
amendment, Was contained in the bill. It now 
appears, on discussion, that there is no such pro- 
posal in the bill, and that the surplus of any ap- 
propriation for contingent expenses is what has 
heretofore accumulated in the assay office at New 
York, which the Chair thinks belongs to the 
Treasury of the United States. 

Mr. BIGLER. Certainly. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. And, there- 
fore, it would be an additional appropriation, 
which must come from a standing committee, 
and cannot be offered by an individual Senator. 
The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. BIGLER. I was about presenting that 
view. Whether there be a surplus fund in the 
assay office at New York or not, it is clear there 
is not one dollar there for this purpose 

Mr. GREEN. I rise to a point of order. 
There is nothing pending, and I wish to offer an 
amendment. 

Mr. KING. I do not know that there will be 
any use in taking an appeal from the decision of 
the Chair. I think the first decision was correct, 
and the last decision wrong; but I will not now 
take an appeal. I will consujt and see if I can 
offer this amendment in some other form, so as to 








Se 


civil expenses of the Government tor the year ending the 
30th of Jnne, 1858,”? approved the 3d day of March, 1857, 
are hereby construed and declared to direct the Secretary 
of the Treasury to allow and pay to surveyors of ports per- 
forming or having performed the duties of collectors of cus- 
toms, since the passage of the law last above recited, the 
same compensation, and no other, as is allowed to collect- 
ors for like services. 


Mr. HUNTER. I must raise a question of 
order. That, I believe, relates to the past claims 
of public officers. I should like to hear it read 


again. 
The amendment was read. 
Mr.GREEN. I beg leave to make a little ex- 


slanation of the amendment; and it will be very 
brief The object is to place the surveyor of a 
port, who siclorms the duties of collector, and 
gives bond, and undergoes the responsibility of a 
collector, on the same basis of compensation as a 
collector by name eo nomine. At the last session of 
Congress I moved thisamendment. . I put it into 
this shape at the instance of the Senator from Ver- 
mont, who united with me in supporting it; and 
it was passed. It was numbered sixty-three— 
this identical amendment, word for word, letter 
for letter. It went to the House of Representa- 
tives; and the House, at first, disagreed to it. There 
yas a committee of conference; and the eonfer- 
ence committec agreed to this amendment num- 
bered sixty-three, as the Senate will see by re- 
ferring to the Senate Journal. The report of the 
conference committee was confirmed by the House 
and Senate. Thus this identical proposition was 
approved by Congress at the last session; but the 
enrolling clerk, by ignorance, mistake, or from 
some other cause, permitted it to drop out. It 
was then an amendment to a bill similar in char- 


acter to the present one; it passed both bodies of 
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ess; and ou€ht to have been, and would be, 


law of the land now, but for the-fault of a 
. rp officer in the employment of Congress. 
i in presented it; and hope the same judg- 
\ h tie Senate pronounced before will be 
l n, and that it will become the law 

au. 
Mr. BENJAMIN. I will ask the honorable 
¢ ry from Missouri whether this involves any 
il expense to the Government, and how 
tREEN. There are about five ports where 
veyors will get more compensation as col- 
tuan tit y now get as surve yors, and the 
t Wili NOL De larwe; Dut itis ju t, Whether 
urge or small, and it is in accordance with 
woof 1841. The law of 1841, in my opin- 
entitles them to it, and the judge of the dis- 
irt of the United State S, at Mobile, so de- 
Jit, and the United States have brought it 
appr ul to the Supreme Court, and itis now 
1 , and I expected to attend to it thi term 
it uld iV ween reached, I have no doubt 
ibout the law of 1841. That law, I think, gives 
) rveyors of ports pre rformine the duties of 
s, and giving bond as collectors, and re- 
iving money as collectors, and incurring the 
res sibiliues of collectors, the same compensa- 
’ tion as collectors; yet the Secretary of the Treas- 


ury construc a otherwise, and he confined them 
toa differenttTompensation. here are only row 


avout five p rls, Mo ile, St. Louis, and three 


more, Where the compensation as collector would 
e more than that as surveyor. 
Such being the construction of the Treasury 


Department, on the 3d of March, 1857, Congress 


lopted the following sectlon—not the Senate 
y, but Congress, with the approval of the 
President of the United States—whiuch is, this 
. : 
y, the law of the land: 
“Sec. 8. 4nd beit further enacted, That the provisions of 
filth section of the act entith Auactmaking pri 
n for the civil and diplomatic expenses of the Govern 
tfor the vear 1241,’ approved the 3d day of Mar 
h established and limited the compensation of colicet 
sof customs, shall be construed to apply to veyo 
Ing, Ving performed, t duties of collectors ot 


. who shal! be entitled to the 
wed to collectors, tor like se 


ent OF tieir 


FANE ¢ 
rvices, 1 the settle 


accounts 


This is, to-day, the law of the land; and yet the 
resent Secretary of the Treasury refuses to carry 


session of Congress, | moved 
he amendment to make it coercive, and the Sen- 
sustained me; the House of Representatives 
sustaaned me; but the neglect of a clerk permit- 
teditto fall. Is notthisasection explicit enough? 
If it be not, as | wish no quarrel with the Sec- 
retary of the Tr asury, let a legislative explan- 
tory Suppose it does take five 
rten thousand dollars out of the Treasury, if it 
be due under the act of March 3, 1857, let it be 


paid, lt | 
| 


itout. At the last 


alt 


art 
acer 


be pass le 


is but carrying out the law of 1857; and 
1e amendment which I now propose, being 
r word the one adopted at the last session, 
does not go back behind the law of 1857, which 
Ll have just read. To this I invite attention; and 
k the Senate to say, whether it be not wise 
and proper to do now what Congress did at the 
last session, but which was dropped in the way 
I have stated ? 

_Mr. BENJAMIN. If the honorable Senator 
from Missouri will permit me, I should like to 


ask 


: ask one or two questions. We sometimes adopt 
these tlons in appropriation bills without con- 
sideration, and find afterwards that they involve 
hundreds of thousands of dollars. I should like 
to know, in the first place, whether there is any 
retrospective construction to be given to this sec- 
tion ? 

Mr.GREEN. None behind the act of 3d of 

March, 1857. It goes back to that, but no further. 

ES _ Mr. BENJAMIN. Another question, if the 
7 honorable Senator will permitme. Has he here 
‘gl anything from the Secretary of the Treasury 


thich } neal; 
Which shows upon what grounds he refuses to 


make th > allowauces which the Senator thinks so 
4 clear ? 
Mr.GREEN. I have not here, but have in 

- ny room, his opinion given on this subject. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. His opinion is that that 
Section does not give the allowance ? 

Mr. GREEN. No; his opinion is that it is so 
Vague that he does not knew how to execute it. 


Mr. HUNTER. I think my friend from Mis- 


as 


a 
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souri is mistaken in saying there will not bea 
very large amountot claims under this provision, 
I think that, on consulting the Secretary last year, 
he told me there would Lam afraid there is 
a much larger leak here than the Senator is aware 
of. 

Mr.GREEN. T Secretary answered that 
With reference t \ Ving t ynstru mm to the 
actof Mat ,is4] ng csevetr vears 
This an nd rie wey ~ & \ it t ) 
th passag f ( March 3, 1857, from 
which da V al V » it,and will 
recover itin i L t \lobi ava 
ing him fh , retained m Vv, j 
th equet \ id t ) f < wid 
be su d, Wa,in lit, ! ca | istates 
With my « Ase 1S ¢ . Hedo 
not wal ove 8 HH sn vid re- 
Sponsl V { is LH Io oO 
co ri s ] | } \A ! 
to see him su i r cil 


Wii u 
tion of co cto t \ | 
Senator from A Mir. Cray nov 
before thes pate OV t u i, 
and I trust that bill w Miss, fixing com 
sat 7 perma. nblyv { . th W \ 
should we bring yan appropri ! I 
lation which w e needed in cas 
iil i pas i tru amend MI I 
preva We found a mount ¢ VAT t - 
ruption, and ava umou ! i { 
iromt l‘reasury mutan \ | 
We ive ¢ ‘ by ! rom 
Like C lil ( yrritii 9 \ of 
SiX, or sev : t u i tho { dollars 
1 yea I tru t tha 1 iSs, a i 
this amie il 'F tp \ 

Mr. GREEN i um y ¢X- 
p 1 i y, and j s het | ) Hina 
it ca ( yi ydel. ] i ner 
legi LALIV ) ri on Ul su col I 
the of t } if th \ itos I 
pass, and I ) pass; but 
amendin 3 ( ) a pre t iaW WW he if 
was proposed, at tne ist we nh, LL WIL De - 
collected by Senators that it was at first opposed, 
condemned, and rejected; but it was afterwards 
mor ified, and put in itS present Shape, so to 
extend only from the tim } vy of 1857 was 
passed; and in that form it m 1 universal 
acquiescence. [t passed this body l was a t 
rejected by the House of Representatives, 
generally reject all amendment I e Senat iO 
they make ita rule to disagree to iny as - 


with a view of forcing the Senate to 
from as many as possible hI think is avery 


bad rule in legislation; butin the conference they 


sible, 


»whr 


agret d to the Senate amendment number sixty- 
three, as the Journal shows, and the record of tl 
bill in the House shows that this Senate amend- 


ment is number sixty-thrée. Although it pass 
the negligence of the Clerk ted 
and it was not incorporated into the enrolled pill. 

Now, sir, | think we ought to rectify these 
mistakes of clerks. Itis but 
of justice; it is but enforcing a 
and these parties ought not to 
postponed to a later period of time, for 
pose of taking up general legislative bills, 
they have rights at present, and the United States 
are seeking to coerce money out of th 
or otherwise. 7 

Mr. HAMLIN. sire to ask the 
from Missouri if the effect of his amendment will 
not be this, if it shall pass: The surveyor at the 
port of St. Louis, and some other ports, have re- 


i ’ 
Celve d, I think $3,000, that being the maximum 


permit it to fall 


tarrying outa rule 
preexisting law, 
and 


the pur- 


be delayed 


when 





Se nator 


fixed by the Treasury order for the salaries of 
surveyors, and they have settled their accounts 
on that basis; but if this section shall pass, it will 


reopen their accounts, and give them $6,0U0. 
not that the effect of it? 

Mr. GREEN. It will reopen their 
accounts back to the 3d of March, 1857, and then 
pay them their per centum, dependent on the 
amount received. i 

Mr. HAMLIN. lIask the Senator if it 
not amount to $6,000 at St. Louis? 

Mr. GREEN. It does not. 

Mr. HAMLIN. How near doesit come to it? 

Mr. GREEN. Under the decision of Attorney 


ay 1 
INOt at ail. 


doe 3s 
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ire 


the law of J8 
de ene d 


under 


He 


1 Cushing, 
entit i to $5,000. 
expressiv and ex licitly. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Well, 
Mr. GREEN Ab 


ions and fees asa 


1, they 
has that point 
what is the amount? 
yut $5,000, under the com- 
m owed by law . and it 
reaches back to that period of t 


Mr. TOOMBS. 


, 


only 


It seems to me to bea 


verv 


plain ease. ‘The Senator says it isin the courts, 

Mr. GREEN. Not at ali: the Senator mis- 
inderstands me. This case is notin court; but 
there is acase from Mobile in court 


Mr. TOOMBS. Well, that is what I meantto 
say VW eth r th : particular ease 


is In court or 


not, us qu tion 18. Vow, tl © persons are 
( tled to the money, when the court decides that 
they are, it will time enough for us to appro- 
rriat i 1 these men went into office, the 
1) rtment t mught they were entitied to $3.900 
1 year y thought so, too, and they got their 
Lit; butaits ms, by going back 
wma \ ; rr yi to law of 1841, they 
n to be entith i to S0,000 a year. | do net 
ik we oncht to aid them in that business, until 
cou d des that we are bound to pay the 
\ "= opesition 3 f overru the de- 
\ t i) irtment in advance of the decis- 
rf ie court, to give them $2,000 a year ad- 
Vir. GREEN. | will, so far, as my vote is con- 
rned, overrule the Departments whenever they 
i the law. JIask the Senator from 
Gi Li representative of the Secretary of 
Live iryv, Whether this section of the law of 

LS } it now ? 
mons of the fitth tion ot the act en- 
| \ ictt hing appropriation or the civil ind diplo 
expe s of ul Goverumeut tor the yvevr Is4l,’ 
) i da I 1 L; which estabnushed 
f npensat a) of custom hall 
red to ty to su 3p ming or having 
’ i ot ecole rs ot the custome, who 
i rth ine Compensation as ts alowed to 
vice in ti scliicment ol their ae 


ntlaw? Ifa Secretary of 
S| lent of the Unite d state 8, 
‘ “ee We 
3, and allow you, in 


lecid A } r ! the S¢ ate to s 


W ill 


mt court so say 
mean ie, to prejudice the rights ofandivid- 
fo 1 to re rn, or force them to be 
| ced of oth , and force them to be harassed 
Wi 3.”’ Is it not better at once to d , at the 
é 1, W 4 aid at the ] st session— 
ry a | iL can inypure nobody, 
cu ry out t provisions of the exist- 
i 
Vir. ‘TOOMBS. °1 would ask the Senator how 
na e) iS are inte ed in this matter? 
Mr. GREEN | have already answered that. 
I ‘ re about five ports interested. 
v] LOOMB Chen the proposition is to put 
five p ite claim » this bi 
Mr.GREEN. Ist private law? It con- 
cerns the rig of a pu ‘officer. Is it therefore 
L private um? If it was, then the Senate at the 
last session, made it a private claim, and Con- 
ress, 1857, made it a private claim; and the 
{0th rule of the Sen is expressly that an amend- 
m ( HL to pt vide for a private claim is fn 
order to an appropriation bill, if it be to carry 
out an existing lew. If L were to propose to add 
to this bi 1anpi riation of $2,000 to W. A. 
Li , for having perform 1 the duty of collector 
of customs at the port of St. Louis, his commis- 
ion having amounted to that sum under the law, 
it would be inorder; but I do not desire to single 
out one man, for there are about five ports inter- 
ested. I desire to make it general; I desire to do 
justice to all alike, and to ask no favoritism for 
my own locality. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. 
formation whether th 
tor prope 


I desire to inquire for in- 
is amendment that the Sen- 
ses is the matter about which a gentle- 
nan from St. Louis has been very busy here for 
several yt ars—l forget his pame, but he has been 
here as an agent? 

Mr. GREEN. Mr. Linn is the officer that I 
have reference to, and if he has any agent here I 


do not know it. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. 
here in regard to it? 

Mr. GREEN. None that I know of. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I will state the reason 
why | ask the question. I voted for this propo- 
sition at the last session, not exactly understand- 


Is there no other person 
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* now 1s Wie very question in controversy. 


1212 
ing its full import; but [ took it on the statement 
which was made. After I returned home, at the 
close of the session, my attention was called to 
this provision, which it was understood had passed 
and become a law. 

Mr. GREEN. It did pass. 

Mr. FESSENDEN., M y attention was called 
to it by its being stated that the effect of it was 
understood to be, to my surprise, to give back 
pay to a very large number of persona throuch- 
aut the United States. It was claimed that that 
had been acted on here, and had been kept en- 
tirely in the dark. My reply was, that I did not 
understand it so when it was passed, or I should 
have opposed it; but the remark was made to me 
that it was certainly so, that letters had been re- 
ceived on the subject; and it was stated that a 
gentleman in my own cily would receive a very 
considerable amount, for services he had per- 
formed several years before, he being then out of 


off ce 


1 am suspicious, I confess, of the effect of this 
amendment. It is so understood out of doors, 
thouch | do not exactly understand the effect of 
it now. My attention was turned to the act of 
1841, and to this provision of it which said that 
no collector should receive over a given amount, 
That isconstrued in certain places to increase the 
pay of the collectors up to that amount, and 
where many of them are gone out of office, to 
allow them to draw large sums of money. ‘That 
was the effect of it, as explained to me. 

Mr. HAMLIN. LIL have an indistinct recollec- 
tion of this matter, and my impression 1s, that 
there is a point which lies behind what has been 
stated by the Senator from Missouri. If Iam 
right in my recollection, the difficulty grew up in 
this way: there were certain designated ports of 
the United States at which the salaries of the col- 
lectors were limited to five or six thousand dol- 
lars, and at certain other ports they were limited 
to $3,000. At the ports where the compensation 
was five or six thousand dollars, according to 
law, they received their money. At other ports, 
where the compensation was limited to $3,000, 
they got their money, and their accounts were 
settled and everything was adjusted on that basis; 
but it was found that if the limitation of $3,000 
at certain designated ports were removed, the 
effect would be to give an increased compensation 
to those collectors, and it was for the purpose of 
getting that increase that the act of 1857 was 
passed. a 

Now, if | understand the opinion of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, itis just this: take the place 
now in controversy before the-court forinstance, 
the colléctor at Mobile, who claims $6,000. He 
is netentitled to it; because under the law, ac- 
cording to the construction of the Department, 
the limitauion of $3,000 applies there; and that 

If the 
decide that the collector at Mobile is 
entitled to $6,000, surely we shall have nothing 


court shall 


to do but to make an appropriation to pay the 
money; and when that is done, | think there will 
be ample time to apply the remedy here. If the 
court shall Gecide in one case that the collector is 
entitled to the pay within these limitatiqns, it will 
be just and equitable to apply the remedy in oth- 
ers; but Ido not think it quite just ta adopt this 
amendment now. Itis true, this section passed 
last year, butit did not become a law; and if it 
was not well founded then, there is no reason 
why we should reénact it now. I have stated 
my recollection; | was familiar with the case some 
years ago, and understand precisely the origin of 
the difficulty and the application of the law as it 
passed. {think | am right in my statement. 
Mr. GREEN. The Senator is not quite right. 
The law of 1841 fixed a rate of commission at cer- 
tain ports, and fixed a limitation upon the amount 
atcertain ports. Ltnamed certain ports specifically. 
It ancluded all others, and gave them one per cent. 
At a subsequent sessidn, in 1846, another law 
was passed, which re quire d all collectors to pay 
into the custom-house al! the fees received from 
certain sources therein specified, over and above 
$2,000. Add the $2,000 to the $4,000 and it made 
the limitation, $6,000, at the large ports; and 
adding the $2,000, if they received that amount in 
fees, to the smaller ports, made $3,000; yet the 
amount at the smaller ports always depended on 
the amount of customs received, and the rate per 
centum was fixed by the law of 1841. Attorney || 








General Cushing has decided that all collectors | us have studied at all. If this matter had been 


are governed by the limitation of $3,000 for their 
fees on collecting duties. Of the other fees they 
are entitled to reserve $2,000 if they do business 
enough to amount to it; making their compensa- 
tion $5,000. This has been decided by the law 
officer of the Government. It thus makes all col- 
lectors entitled to $5,000; or at the large ports 
$6,000, if they do business enough. 

There is one other fee that they are entitled to if 
they perform the duty, and that is for the light- 
house service. If they act as superintendents of 
light-houses, they receive $400 for that, and that 
is the only additional amount which can be added 
to any collector in any port of the Union. ‘This 
light-house service does not belong to the inte- 
rior, but the commissions on the duties belong 
there as much as they do anywhere else. The 
services are performed there under the same re- 
sponsibility, and as efficiently. They render to 
the Government the same amount of service; and 
the law of 1857 said they should receive the same 
fee, whether they were named a surveyor or 
named a collector. 

There is this other point to be remembered; a 
surveyor, by the law of 1841, is limited to $2,500; 
and by the law of 1846 the additional pay of 
$2,000, on account of certain other fees, does not 
apply to surveyors. If you include those $2,000, 
and exclude the application of the law which ap- 
plies to surveyors performing the duties of collect- 
ors, then the Secretary has decided wrong in al- 
lowing $3,000 heretofore. There is no warrant 
of law to allow the $3,000. They are either lim- 
ited to their $2,500, under the law of 1841, or, to 
escape from it, you must say that they are col- 
lectors in fact, although not in name, and there- 
fore governed by the limitation of $2,000. If 
that be the law of the land, this additional com- 
pensation, growing out of other fees notenumer- 
ated until the law of 1846, gives them $2,000 more, 
which which would entitle them to $5,000. 

This is the whole case; but I do not choose to 
go into that. LI content myself with what Con- 
gress has done, and I do not seek to go behind 
that. When the Senator from Maine [Mr. Fes- 
SENDEN] says there is a secret, private, large 
claim covered up in this, I have only to answer 
and say I know nothing of it; and to give him 
this other additional answer, that it cannot pos- 
sibly be a very large one, since the amendment I 
propose limits it to the passage of the act of the | 
3d of March, 1857. If it were to go back seven- 
teen years to the passage of the law of 1841, it 
might be a large claim; but I will also hazard this 
other expression: there are not exceeding five 
ports of the Union to which the amendment will 
have any practical effect. Why, then, legislate ? 

Jecause, in my opinion, the law already entitles | 
these men to this allowance. The officers of the 
Government do not administer the law; the opin- 
ion of the Attorney General is, that it ought to 
be administered, and yet there is no coercive 
power. There isa legfslative power. That le- 
gislative power was invoked at the last session. | 
They affirmed it; but the accident of the clerk, or | 
the negligence of the clerk, or some other motive 
that influenced the clerk, caused it to drop out of 
the enrolled bill. Now, will the Senate, after hav- 
ing gravely affirmed this principle, and Congress, 
on mature deliberation, having carried out this 
principle, and the merest slip of a clerk defeating 
its application—will they seize hold of thatto in- 
jure active, vigilant, and meritorious public offi- 
cers, by the law of 1857, to the very compensa- 
tion that I have enumerated ? 

Mr. FESSENDEN., | voted for this last year, 
on the explanation and argument of the Senator 
from Missouri; but the information I have got | 
since, and the strong suspicions | have abopt it, 
induce me to hesitate, and I am glad it is not in 
such a shape as to be carried out, and I shall vote 
against it now. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. The fact that this provis- | 
ion passed both branches last year woul@not con- 
trol me atall. It was not submitted to the Pres- 
ident; was not approved by him. We have still 
verfect control over it. If itis right, we ean pass 
itnow. Ifitis wrong, we ought not to pass it, 
even though we did last year. I must confess 
that [ am afraid of this amendment. I do not | 
think we ought to pass these provisions that no- 
body seems to understand in the Senate except | 
the gentlemen who propose them; that none of 
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referred to a committee, if a committee had ex. 
amined ft, and told us the precise effect of the 
amendment 

Mr. GREEN. I refer the Senator to the | 
and he can understand it himself. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Things appear perfectly 
plain and simple when stated on one side, | 
think I could state anybody out of court at an 
time, if I were allowed to make a statement on one 
side, and no answer were permitted. I could 
state the opposite side out of court forever. There 
are none of us who understand the Government 
side of this question. It appears that the Secre. 
tary of the ‘Treasury will not pay this money. If 
it were so perfectly plain as the Senator supposes, 
what should be the objection to making the pay. 
ment? Yet it seems he will not pay. 

It is said the act of 1841 gave a clear right, but 
the Secretary did not pay under that. The act of 
1857 was passed; the gentleman says that is be. 





aw, 


, yond doubt, yet the Secretary still refuses to pay, 


Nocommittee has reported to us the side of the 
Government. The Senator from Missouri, in his 
zeal in pushing this claim, which I have no doubt 
he defends very honestly, states his side of the 
case, and yet he has not told us what the Secre- 
tary’s argument is on the other side; and if he 
had, is he, with the interest he displays in this 
subject, the proper person to repragent the Goy- 
ernment side of the case? His mia is evidently 
made up in favor of the claim of his constituent, 
no doubt honestly and fairly; but on the whole, 
is it not better for us to refrain, atsuch a moment 
as this, from sanctioning the increase of salary to 
such a large extent? The Senator wants to go 
back only to 1857. Very well, $2,000 a year in 
five ports is $10,000 a year at all events, and this 
will make up a claim of that amount for three 
years; and so we are called upon to vote $30,000 
out of the Treasury with very imperfect inform- 
ation. I think that if the Senator desired to re- 
new this matter before Congress at the present 
session, he ought, under the experience of the 
past, to have had some examination made of it by 
some committee. 

One word more, and [ shall say nothing further 
on the subject. The Senator says this question 
is now before the Supreme Court of the United 
States, and he thought it would even come up at 
the presentterm. Ifit was so near coming up at the 
present term, it will certainly be reached in the 
next term, or within a few months after this very 
law will go into operation, for this bill is for the 
fiscal year beginning July 1, 1859. Why, then, 
for the purpose of advancing two or three months 
the rights of these parties, undertake ourselves to 
adjudge them in their favor, when the Supreme 
Court may determine that they have no rights at 
all? I think we had better let this matter alone. 
We have not a Treasury sufficiently abundant 
now to be paying claims that are at all doubtful. 
If the claims are entirely just, these parties will 
get them a few months after the date at which 
they would get them if we adopted the Senator’s 
amendment. It is more prudent to reject it. 

Mr. GREEN. How the Senator can make it 
three years, from the 3d of March, 1857, to the 
present period of time, is more than I am able to 
divine. I make it alittle less than two years; but 
he makes it three years, and says this will involve 
an expense of $30,000 for five ports. It is but 
$20,000. The Senator is about as much at fault 
in his arithmetic as in the rest of his argument. 


| Buteven suppose it were $200,000: are we to stop 


! 
| 
i 


and say we will not do justice, and will not exe- 
cute the law, because we are poor, and because we 
heedlessly fool away our time, and refuse to apply 
the powers of the Government to collect a revenue? 
Is thatan argument? Weare to stultify ourselves, 
refuse to pay our debts, drive off our claimants, 
put our hands on the lock of the Treasury, and 
then say we will not tax the people. Sir, the 
people of the United States are ready and willing 


and anxious to be taxed to maintain the honor of 


their Government. Is this a doubtful claim? It 
is no claim. It is the execution of a law; but the 
Senator says it never wasa law. The present 
amendment which is now proposed, I stated ex- 
plicitly, never did become a law; and the reason 
why it never did become a law, I also explained; 
but the law that I am seeking to enforce by the 
adoption of the proposed amendment, is clear 
enough for my mind. 
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1859. 


The Senator isa little at fault in another re- 


; = i 
spect. The case that comes up from Mobile || 


reaches back to the law of 1841. It originated 
under the law of 1841, before this law of 1857 was 
passed. Even if that decision were reversed by | 
the Supreme Court, it would not conflict with the | 
rights of the parties whom I seek to support and || 
sustain, under the law of 1857. Therefore, why || 
wait for a decision that cannot be decisive of the 
rights of the parties? 

"The Senator is at fault again when he says we 
have but to wait a few months. This act, he 
says, Will not take effect until next July. | think 
all general legislation in it takes effect at once 
from the approval of the bill. But, besides all 
that, that case is No. 175 on the docket of the 
Supreme Court; and I am assured by the clerk 
that the Court will hardly reach it during the 
whole of the next January term. Congress will 
adjourn again; these parties will have to work 
and labor; the law has given them certain rights 
as collectors; they have discharged their duty. 
[he law is plain and express in its provisions; 
and yet we are to put up the poor man’s plea that 
we have not got the money, and therefore will not 
pay. If it were the case of an individual, the co- 
ercive power of Congress would make him pay; 
and shall we skulk behind the mere fact that the 
United States cannot be sued, that their property 
cannot be taken in execution? Is that to be the 
plea of this Government, whether with reference 
to general law, private claims, or anything else? 
We must collect money enough to pay our debts, 
and to provide for the wants of the Government; 
but, refusing to collect that revenue, we then seek 
to avoid the discharge of our duty, and leave the 
Government drifting upon the breakers that lie 
before it. 

The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. BRIGHT. I have an amendment to offer 
from the Committee on Finance, to insert after 
line one hundred and fifty-nine, to follow the ap- 
propriations for the Court of Claims: 


For commissioners’ fees for taking testimony on behalf of 
the Government, fees of Witnesses and of agents or attor- 
neys to.be appointed by the solicitor to attend to the taking 
of deposftions under sections two and three of the act of 
1855, to be disbursed under the solicitor by such marshal as 
he shall direet, or other suitable agents to be appointed by 
him, $5,000. 


1 have the letter of the solicitor stating that, by ; 
accident, this appropriation was omitted when 
the bill was before the House of Representatives. 
ltis the usual sum, $5,000, which has been here- 
tofore appropriated. ‘The letter can be read, if it 
be desired. ‘ 

Mr. FESSENDEN. It is not necessary; there 
is no objection to the amendment. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I should like to hear the 
amendment. Ido not understand exactly what 
it is. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. It is merely to appropriate 
$0,000 for taking testimony, on behalf of the Gov- 
ernment, before the Court of Claims, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I have an amendment to 
oifer from the Committee on Finance. It is to 
insert, among the appropriations for the congres* 
sional library, after the word * library,’’ in line 
one hundred and thirty-eight, ‘and pay for bind- 
ing, labor, and other incidental expenses;’’ so as 
to make the clause read: 


For purchase of Jaw books for said library, and pay for 
binding, labor, and other incidental expenses, $2,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I move to strike out on 
the twenty-seventh page of the bill, from line six 
hundred and thirty-nine to line six hundred and 
forty-nine, inclusive. The clauses which I pro- 
pose to strike but are the appropriations for the 
branch mints at Dahlonega, in Georgia, and Char- 
lotte, in North Carolina. I find from the last | 
finance report, that last year the entire coinage at 
Dahlonega was $100,167; and this bill appropri- 
ates $8,180 for that mint; or, in other words, it | 
preposes to appropriate a little more than eight 
and eight-tenths per cent. upon the entire coinage 
of that mint. I see by a table in the same vol- 
ume, that the whole coinage at that mint, for the | 
year 1857, was $32,906, and the cost of coining | 
it was about twenty-five per cent. of the whole | 
amount. I think that is a little too expensive a 
pe for coinage. The expense of sending the | 

ullion that is there coined to Philadelphia or New | 


} 


— 


| cent. to take it there and send it back; and yet you 
| have paid, on an average, for the last three years, 


York, would not be over a quarter of one percent., 
and certainly not more than one half of one per 


over ten per cent. upon the entire coinage at Dah- 
lonega 

The branch mint at Charlotte, North Caro- 
lina, is bad enough, although not quiteas bad as 
the other. I find that the coinage there last year 
amounted to $177,970; and this bill proposes to 
appropriate for it $8,600. In 1857 the entire coin- 
age at that mint was only $78,965. The average 
expense to the Government of the coinage there, 
for the last two years, has been about eight per 
cent. 

The amount coined at these two mints has been 
running down gradually from year to year, until 
it would appear to be time to abolish the estab- 
lishments. perceive thatat these two mints you 
are paying $6,000 a year for the salary of super- 
intendents, and in one of them $2,600, and in the 
other $2,800 for laborers. In other words, you 
vay $6,000 for superintending $2,000 worth of 
abor. It must be perfectly evident to every Sen- 
ator present, that it is time this was done away 
with. I move to strike out the appropriations in 
the following clauses: 

** At Charlotte, North Carolina. 


‘“‘ For salaries of superintendent, eoiner, 
clerk, $6,000. 
‘“ For wages of workmen, $2,600. 


assayer, and 


‘* At Dahlonega, Georgia. 


“For salaries of superintendent, coiner, assayer, and 
clerk, $6,000. 
“For wages of workmen, $2,800.”’ 


Mr. HALE. I had occasion some years ago 
to call attention to this matter, but was voted 
down. I desire now, if there is any necessity 
for keeping up these mints, to have it stated. 
What is the use of paying six per cent. a year for 
coinage at these two little establishments. It is 
over six per cent. taking them together—Char- 
lotte and Dahlonega. They only coin about 
$277,000 at both of them. These mints were 
established, I think, about 1838, when there was 
an idea that there was a®*great and profitable loca- 
tion of gold in that neighborhood; but that has 
been entirely exploded. There is no gold there, 
or none that can be profitably worked, and these 
mints have got now so as to do little or nothing. 
It seems to me the only earthly use of keeping 
them up is simply to pay salaries. I hope the 
economical chairman of the Committee on Fi- 
nance, will give his support in this reform. 

Mr. REID. I trust the amendment proposed 
by the Senator from Michigan, will not prevail. 
These mints have been established by law, and I 
suppose it is necessary to make the appropria- 
tions to carry them on while they are in existence. 
I can speak for North Carolina, and so far as 
that State is concerned, perhaps the amount of 
coinage during the past year may not be so large, 
yet there are a nuniber of persons in my State 
who are engaged, and extensively engaged in 
mining, but | doubt very much whether during 
the last six months there have not been larger 
lumps of gold found in North Carolina, than even 
in California. It is true that this monopolizing 
northern feeling which desires to concentrate 
everything to the North, does already takea good 
deal of the gold that is found in North Carolina, 
and carry it to the North. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Why do you let us have 
it? Why do you not keep it at home? 

Mr. REID. Under your system that has been 
pampered here of taxing the South for the benefit 
of the North, of legislating for everything that 
has about it dollars and cents, so as to give it a 
northern direction, it goes to the North, and the 
South is made the tributary of the North. We 
have a little mint there to be sure, and you desire 
to strip us of this merely because you say, in pro- 
portion to the amount of coinage there the ex- 
penses are great. But this is not the principle 

| that we should apply to a thing of this sort. If 
| you desire to abolish this mint, refer the subject 
to a committee, let them inquire into its affairs, 

| and see whether it can be properly discontinued. 
Do not, upon an appropriation bill, while you have 
the mint in operation, refuse the necessary ap- 
propriations to carry it on. 

| Mr. TRUMBULL. If this amendment shall | 

| prevail, as I trust it will, I will offer another | 

_ amendment to the bill repealing the law establish- | 
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ing 
ing the President to make sale of the sites of the 
| public buildings there, and place the pers in 
the Treasury. L 
about economy, and to judge from what gentle- 
men say, there would appear to be a very general 
disposition to reduce the expenses of this Gov- 
ernment. 
mize. 
up some twenty years ago in localities where it 
was suppesed there was gold. There is some 
little gold in the mountains of North Carolina and 
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mints at Dahlonega and Charlotte and direct- 


We heara great deal said here 


Here is a case where we can econo- 
Two Government establishments were set 


reorgia. These establishments have now been 


in operation some twenty years. [t needs no ref- 
erence to a committee to ascertain what they are 
doing. 
of the Treasury, and the report of the Director 
of the Mint, showing the amount of business 
done at each of these branch mints. 


We have here the report of the Secretary 


They coin 
nothing but gold, and at one of these mints I per- 


ceive there has only been $32,000 coined at an 
expense of eight or nine thousand dollars, twenty- 


five per cent.; while the expense of coining the 


millions that are coined at Philadelphia, including 
copper and silver, is nOt one per cent. 


In this 
case, however, you are paying more than eight 
per cent. for the coinage last year, and some years 
you have paid as high as twenty-five per cent. for 
the amount of business done at these branch 
mints. And for what purpose? We have had 
them for twenty years; we have tested them. If 
the Government 1s to appropriate money for this 
purpose, it would be a great deal better, and it 
would be a great saving to appropriate money to 
pay the expense of conveying every ounce of 
gold that may be discovered in Georgia and Car- 
olina to the principal Mint at Philadelphia, or to 
the branch mint at New Orleans. 

This is not a northern measure, as the Senator 
from North Carolina seems to suppose. Is there 
nota branch mint at New Orleans? Is it pro- 
posed to abolish thatr We do not propose to 
abolish the branch mint at New Orleans, or at 
San Francisco; but there is no necessity for these 
branch mints in Georgia and North Carolina, as 
shown by the experience of twenty years. They 
cost more than they are worth. Now, if we are 
sincerely desirous of reducing the expenses of the 
Government, Whenever we come toa case like this 
let us put the principle in operation; let us adopt 
the rule that will cuatdown the expenses. When- 
ever you find anything like this in the northern 
States, I shall not appeal to northern gentlemen 
to sustain it; and | am sorry that there should be 
a sectional appeal here to sustain eXtravagance, 
any more because it is in Carolina or Georgia, 
than if it was anywhere else. I trust the amend- 
ment will be adopted. 

Mr. HALE. I have heard the Senator from 
North Carolina; and if | understood his remarks, 
he does not base this matter on any national 
grounds at all; but entirely on sectional grounds. 
Now, sir, I am opposed to all such appeals. He 
objects to this amendment because these mints 
are in the South, and he thinks they ought to be 
sustained. We have heard from North Carolina, 
and now I should like toknow what Georgia has 
to say on the subject. I want to know whether 
Georgia thinks so much tribute has been levied 
on them that they ought to have these $8,000 a 
year for coining this little money. 

Mr. REID. If the Senator from Mass—Ver- 
mont, | mean—will permit me 

Mr. HALE. I am neither from Massachusetts 
nor Vermont, if you mean me. 

Mr. REID. You are from the same region of 
country—it is six of one and half a dozen of the 
other. The Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. HALE. Exactly; now you have got it. 

Mr. REID. The Senator is mistaken as to the 
position which I took in regard to this matter. It 
was not that I desired these establishments sus- 
tained, because it was a southern appropriation; 
but Lalleged that it was obnoxious to the gentle- 
man, and some associated with him, because it 
was a southern appropriation. If this appropri- 
ation was for the State of New Hampshire, per- 
hap@ the gentleman might oppose it as much as 
he does now; but if it were an unconstitutional 
appropriation for taking some African negroes, 





|| and carrying them somewhere oni the face of God ’s 
| earth, where there is no warrant under the Con- 


stitution, it would be very acceptable to the gen- 
tleman, and he would find a sufficient warrant 
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under the Constitutgon; and it would neither be 
northern nor southern, I suppose. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, | am sorry that 
the Senator is stil] sectional, {laughter;] that he 
does notappreciate my position. The bill of which 
he speaks was passed by southern votes, and a 
southern leader lead off. 1 voted against it, and 
J am so recorded. 

Mr. REID. Did the Senator vote against that 
amendment? 

Mr. HALE. I voted against the whole bill. 

Mr. REID. Did the Senator vote against thay 
item in the appropriation bill? Did he 
to sustain that item, and keep it in the appropri- 
ation bill? 

Mr. HALE. Ido not remember what item the 
Senator refers to, {lau ryt rc but I voted against 
the whole thing. I did not go piece meal; I took 
the whole thing, and voted against the whole bill 
and I was voted down by these southerners. 
[Renewed laughter. ] 

Now, sir, let me tell the Senator from North 
Carolina, for I have always had high respect and 
kind feeling for him, that he misunderstands me 
entirely. When I make war upon the South, if 
lever should do it—and I never will, except in 


t 


_——— ee “ 


not vote 


defense—I will not make it in this picayune way. 
[ will not go outon such acontemptible little busi- 
ness as striking off a superintendent of a mint, 
and cutting down $8,000, becau eI donot elieve 


that southern sensibilities are so keen that they 
can be touched in that way. It is said you can 
touch Yankees through their pockets; but I never 
heard that you could reach the South in such a 
way, and 1 do not believe it. I do not 1 
but what, if this money is stricken out, and | 
think it will be, it will have a tendency to restore 
fraternal feeling, rather than to exasperate it. I 
moved to strike out these appropriations yea 
ago; | think | made the motion when I was a 
member of the House of Representatives, becau 
I had seen constantly, year after year, that whi 
you were providing in your general laws that the 
expenses of coining atthe Mint shall not cost over 
three eighths of one per cent., which I believe you 
have enacted this very day, you are paying six, 
eight, or ten per cent. for coinage at these two 
little mints in North Carolina and Georgia. Now 
sir, | think | know myself, and if it was in th 
State of New Hampshire ,and in the county of 
Strafford, and in the town of Dover, and on my 
lot, | would vote against it. | have never voted 
and I never will vote, for what I think to be so 
eXtravagant and useless an appropriation of pub- 
lic money as this. but, sir, | will say no more. 
| sit down, because 1 am impatient to hear from 
Creorgtia, 

Mr. TOOMBS. If the honorable Senator from 
New Hampshire wants the benefit of any inform- 


ation | have on the subject, I will give it very 


} 


freely. W hen these mints were estavil shed, about 
twenty years ago, there had been large discov- 
eries of gold in that region of Georgia. 1 let 
North Carolina speak for herself, as she has so 
well done. The mint at Dahlonega was estab- 
lished onthe idea that there would be a very large 
business done there. Like most of the gold dis- 
coveries in the United Stat s, on this side of the 
Mississippi, at least, it has turned out to be 
chiefly surface mining. The gold gave out, and 
t strikes me, from all I can see, that the 
sity for the mint has gone with it. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. This motion ts to refuse 
the appropriation for taese two mints, lt is true, 
the Senator from Illinois s 


neces- 


3, if this motion pre- 
vails he will move to abolish or dispense with the 
mints; butl believe it is always held that legis- 
lation is out of order on appropriation bills, and 
such an amendment would not be inorder. It is 
a mere question, therefore, whether you will carry 
out the existing law. I think it not unlikely that 
originally these mints ought not to have been es- 
tablished; but they are now existing. If gentle- 
men be willing to dispense with everything that 
is not paylug, I shall give them up very cheer- 
fully, so far as | am concerned; but it is well 


known that a large number of custom-houses are | 


now existing in the country, some of which@re 

up in the Northeast, and do not pay anything 

like the expense of the men who are employed. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. We want the assistance 

of the Senator from North Carolina to abolish 

every one of them. 

Mr. HALE. You shall have my vote. 


Mr. CLINGMAN. That proposition shall 


have my support. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. We havea bill now pend- | 


ing, | understand, to abolish a great many of 
them, and | hope we shall pass it. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I may vote for that. bill 
even if it includes these mints, for I have no doubt 
my people will save more money by abolishing 
all those non-paying establishments, and certain 
others that I wil! not now go into, than they would 
lose by the abolition of these mints. WhatI mean 
\ { shall resist the striking out of 
these appropriations at this particular time, until 
system of economy. I may 
say that, ! ivh the cold-m ining there has run 
down very much since the discovery of Califor- 
nia, which carried of the miners, it seems to. be 
the increase again, both in Georgia and my 
own State. [have very little doubt that the quan- 
tity of gold obtained in future will increase from 
year to ve irfor some time to come. l hope, the re- 
fore, this appropriation will stand until you adopt 
i general system. I have nothing further to say. 
Mr. REID. I wi < 


far as 


to say 1S, Ul 


you fo into a general 


on 


|] state to the Senate that, so 
North Carolina is concerned, there is no 


question but that we have an immense amount 
of ither for man isons, however, within 
the last few years, the mines have not been ex- 
tensively operated One of the causes has been 
t| vhich all ag ‘tural productions 
e borne; and the California feeling has,to some 
extent, ralyzed the mining operations of that 
untry; bautthers isa vastamountof goldthrough- 
out the State, and the mint there is not only use- 
ful v, but it will be useful for all time, and 
uught never to be discontinued. 


Mr. TRUMBULL ealled forthe yeasand nays. 
Mr. REID. Would it be 


amenani tsoa 


in order to divide the 
to take the question separately 
n the mint at Charlotte, and the one at Dahlon- 
Mr. CLINGMAN. We had better take them 


ret 
etn 


The yeas and nays were ordered 


Mr. PUGH. 


[ should like to ask a question 


which, pi ibly, the Sefator from Virginia can 
answer. Are these salaries already provided for 
by iaw? 

Mr. HUNTER. Yes, sir; I believe they are 
provided for by law: but | understood the Sena- 


tor from Lilinois to say he would introduce a pro- 
vision to repeal that law. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. He cannot do it upon this 

On the same principle you may strike out 

an appropriation for the pay of members of Con- 

rress, OJ anvoody els because some Senator 


may hereafter intend t 


’ 
propose to repeal the ex- 
isting law. This stands on the footing of all 
other laws at ] : 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I have an amendment al- 
ready prepared, to abolish these mints, and di- 
rect the President to make sale of the sites, and 
pay the proceeds into the Treasury; and it will 
be in order when this amendment prevails. The 
rules do not exclude an amendment of a general 
nature. Itis only when you propose an amend- 
ment for an additional appropriation that the rule 
intervenes, 

Mr. CLINGMAN. All amendments are ruled 
out oforder, ifthey provide for legislation. (Oh, 
no!’’] Itseems to me the gentleman’s motion 
would be outof order, butit has not been adopted 
yet. Suppose | should ask you to strike out 
every appropriation in this bill, on the ground 
that | or somebody else promised to move to re- 
peal a law; there would be about the same reason 
for ut. 

Mr. PUGH. I might be disposed to vote pos- 
sibly for an amendment to repeal the law estab- 
lishing these mints, but I hardly think we shall 
gain anything by striking owt the appropriation 
and letting it come next year in a deficiency bill. 
The whole amount for these two branch mints is 
about seventeen thousand two hundred dollars, 
and it does not begin to equal the amount we have 
this day added to every one of the other branch 
minte against the vote of the House of Repre- 
sentatives. I think this is straining at the gnat, 
when we have already swallowed the camel. 

Mr. REID. 
to divide the amendment so as to take the ques- 
tion first on striking out the appropriation for the 
Charlotte branch mint. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


resent 


I understood that it was in order | 


It is too late | 
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now to divide the amendment. The yeas anq 


nays have been ordered on the whole amend. 
ment, 

Mr. REID. I asked for a division before that 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, I understood 
the Senator from North Carolina merely to jp. 
quire before, whether it could be divided. The 
Secretary will call the roll on the amendment of 
the Senator from Michigan. 

The question being taken by yeas and Nays 

- a= ’ 

resulted—yeas 34, nays 15; as follows: 

YEAS—Megsrs. Bayard, Bell, Benjamin, Broderick 
Chandler, Clark, Clay, Collamer, Dixon, Doolittle, Durkee’ 
Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Hale, Harlan, Houston, Hunter, 
Jobnson of Arkansas, Johnson ef Tennessee, Jones, Ken. 
nedy, King, Mason, Polk, Pugh, Rice, Simmons, § 
Smius, ‘Toombs, Trumbull, Wade, and Wilson—34, 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Bright, Brown, Cameron, Ches. 
nut, Clingman, Douglas, Pitch, Green,Gwin, lverson, Lane, 
Reid, Seward, and Ward—15. 


lidell, 


So the amendment of 
agreed to. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Will the Senator from 
Mississippi allow me to offer an amendment to 
carry out what we have just agreed to? 

Mr. BROWN. No; it will give rise to debate, 
and I have amendments to offer. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It will take no more time 
now than at any other period, and it is on the 
same subject upon which we have just been acting, 

Mr. BROWN. I am instructed by the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia to offer the 
following amendment, to come in after line eight 
hundred and sixty-one: ' 

And to repay to the Corporation of Washington the com- 


pensation of twenty policemen, from the 13th day of July, 
1858, to the JUth day of June, 1859, $12,530 12, 


Mr. CHANDLER was 





The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BROWN. Iam further instructed by the 
same committee, to propose the following amend- 
ment, to follow the one which has just been 
adopt d: 

For compensation of twenty policemen in the city of 
Washington, to be appainted in the same manner as the 
auxiliary guard are now appointed, $13,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. ‘ 

Mr. BROWN. Lam instructed to propose the 
following amendment, to which I suppose nobody 
will object, to come in at the end of line three 


‘hundred and seventy-eight: 


And to enable the Commissioner of Public Buildings to 
pay to ©, B. Cluskey a balance due him for services ren- 
dered as engineer for the United States in 1849, $126 50, 

Mr. HUNTER. That is a private claim. | 

raise the question of order. 
Mr. BROWN. A word of explanation will 
show that the amendment is in order. This was 
an employé of the Government, employed under 
an existing law, to fix the grade of the streets in 
Washington. He was not paid, as the documents 
show, because the appropriation gave ovt, and 
the officer by whom he was employed died. Itis 
10 private claim. It is a balance due a salaried 
officer of the Government which I prapose tu pro- 
vide for. 

Mr. HUNTER. It has been decided that back 
pay comes under the rule. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Brier 
in the chair.) ‘The Chair has no doubt that the 
amendment is excluded by the rule. 

Mr. BROWN. I have some other amend- 
ments, but I will reserve them for the miscellane- 
ous bill. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I move to strike out lines 





six hundred and twenty-nine, six hundred and 


thirty, and six hundred and thirty-one, making 
appropriations for the New York assay office, as 
follows: 

* For salaries of officers and clerks, $24,700. 

“ For wages of workmen, $22,000." 


Iam very glad to see that the Senate is dis- 
posed to be economical. It has been shown & 
dozen times, perhaps a hundred times, in the de- 
bate, that you can transport all the gold that 
comes to New York to Philadelphia and send it 
back for one tenth the sum of money that is spent 
for coining at New York. It is not pretended by 
anybody that any gold is gotten in New York. 
It comes there in the course of trade. We have 
a Mint at Philadelphia which can coin every 
dollar that is wanted in the United States. New 
York is within four hours’ travel of Philadelphia, 
and gold can be taken there and coined or stamped, 
and sent back for one tenth part the sum we are 
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\w spending. I hope, therefore, the Senator from 
Iijinois and the Senator from New York will join 
ys with the magnanimity of the Senator from 
Georgia, and strike out all these appropriations 
fr the assay Office at New York, and I will fol- 
iow up this movement, when the present amend- 
ment is adopted, as I suppose it will be, with the 
motions that are necessary to relieve us of all this 
expt nditure. 

Mr. PUGH. I shall vote for this amendment. 
{ think it is in furtherance of the policy just 
adopted, and I think it would be a good idea to 
extend it to the branch mint at New Orleans. 
That was established on the idea that we imported 
sold and silver from Mexico. Now we get hardly 
any from Mexico. We get it principally from 
California, and hence that mint is unnecessary. 
[am glad to see the Senate started right. I hope 
we shall abolish this New York establishment, 
for itis nothing but to spend publi¢ money; and 
chen [| hope the Senator from North Carolina will 
give the New Orleans mint a touch, and if he 

es not, | will. I shall vote for this; and if it is 

arried, | will vote to reconsider the other. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Itis done merely to spend 
money at New York. It is nof pretended that 

y gold is found in New York, or that the gold 

hich comes there cannot be taken to Philadel- 

hia and coined. | ask for the yeas and nays on 

s amendment. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CAMERON. Perhaps it may seem nat- 
ural to some that I should be in favor of this 
amendment, for I live in Pennsylvania, and am 
proud of being a son of that State, and have some 
pride in the Mint, at Philadelphia, which has been 
there since the existence of the Government. It 
has performed its duties to the country faithfully, 

ply, and honestly; and I think all these ad- 
ditional mints have been of no service to the coun- 
try; but they are upon us, and I do not believe 
in the sincerity of gentlemen who desire to make 
these curtailments at present. If 1 believed there 
was an intention in the Senate to curtail all the 








enea 





expenses of the mints, except at Philadelphia, | 
hould vote for the amendment at once, but I do 


not believe that is going to be the result. I de- 
sire that the Mint in Philadelphia shail be there 
permanently; that it shall continue to do what it 
lias done since the commencement of the Govern- 
ment, coin the money which is used in this coun- 
try, and it is capable of doing it. [ think the es- 
tabliskment of an assay office in New York was 
amere trick to get a mint there. | believe allthat 
can be done by that assay office will be done 
faithfully and cheaply by the Mint in Philadel- 
hia. As the Senator from North Carolina has 
ustly said, there is but four hours’ difference be- 
ween Philadelphia and New York. There is no 
money saved by coining the gold in New York 
that will not be saved by having it done in Plxl- 
adelphia. But] am satisfied that if you strike 
this off, the next thing will be to spring up some 
other amendment which wiil affect the Mint at 
Philade lohia. 

Mr. PUGH. We will let that stand. 

Mr. CAMERON. If I was satisfied of that, 

Should vote with the gentleman; but | am 
willing to let well enough alone. The mints 
throughout the country are well enough as they 
are; and Lam not for disturbing them. ‘They do 
not cost much. The principal portion of the coin- 
ge of the country is done at Philadelphia; and 
the great expenditure is there, so far as the ex- 
penditure is faithful and honest. I think there is 
a great deal of money wasted at New York: and 
1 am sure, if you were to abolish the Mintat Phil- 
adelphia, and say that the whole coinage business 
should be done at New York, it would not only 
Cost twice as much, but I think, in a few years, 
ten times as much as it does now in Philadelphia. 
lhe people of Philadelphia are an honest, careful, 
industrious people; and they render proper ac- 
counts, and proper vouchers for everything they 
do. I do not doubt the integrity of the people of 
New York; but they are a great people; they do 
everything on a magnificent scale; and that which 
Costs you a dollar in Philadelphia, may cost a 
hundred or a thousand dollars in New York. I 
think it is better to let the Mint at Philadelphia 
alone. If it had not been for the kindness of some 
gentlemen here this morning, an amendment would 
have been adopted which would effectually have 
abolished that Mint, and taken it to New York; 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


ee 








because the gentlemen from New York are quicker, 
and, tousea common word in my country, smarter 
than we are in Pennsylvania; and the y bring for- 
ward things which look a great deal further than 
we in Pennsylvania think at first sight. They 
always have a design in everything they do, be- 
yond what they show. I think, if the amend- 
ment to which I have alluded had been adopted 
this morning, the effect would have been to blot 
out the Mintat Philadelphia, to abolish the mints 
in California and at New Orleans, and all the 
others, and concentrate them all in that magnifi- 
cent city of New York, which aspires to be not 
only the great commercial center of the country, 
but the great political center that is to control all 
the money, and all the politics, and all the busi- 
ness of the country. [am perfectly willing that 
they shall have an assay office, as they said they 
intended to use it when they got the first appro- 
priation, but Lam not willing that they shall 
ish the first establishment which was set up in the 
United States for coining money. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Lassure my friend from 
Pennsylvania that I have no disposition to strike 
at Philadelphia. I think we ought to havea Mint 
there, and ought to have one in California; and I 
suppose they are the only ones we ought to have. 
I had some doubts about the California mint; but 


| 1 
avuoi- 


I think there is no excuse in the world for keep- ; 


ing up this assay office in New York. [tis merely 
to eatch the gold four hours sooner than it would 
get into the Mint in Philadelphia. If the gold 
which is obtained in Georgia and North Carolina 
can wait to be coined several days, until it gets 
up to Philadelphia, | am very sure that the gold 


which comes to New York can waita few hours. 


This expe nditure was made at first | ist because 
New York had thirty-four votes in the other 
House. I was there, and I saw how it was man- 


aged. There was a struggle for many years to 
ath 5 New York |} *. ST a eae Tie a 
get it, and New York havinga very large numbet 
of members, and they 


neuvering, voting for other gentlemen’s bills and 


l- 1? ‘ 
working about and ma- 


helping things along, finally gotthisappropriation. 
We were very full of money at that time; there 
was a large surplus in the Treasury. ‘There was 
not a single man who pretended to say 
gold could not be transported to Philadelphia and 
brought back atthe Government expense, for oi 
tenth the money we were spending; but it was 
done New York, being a small, poor 
place, wanted to get something to improve the 
town, and putup a handsome building. 
the way things go there. [am perter ily consist- 
ent. I say if you intend to act economically and 
have no more mints than are actually necessary, 
I will carry it out. Let us, therefore, abolish this. 
I am quite sure the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire, the Senator from Llinois, and other gentle- 


that th 


because 


That is 


men, will now vote to abolish this ass iy olhce in 
New York, and then we will let Philadelphia 
alone. ° 
Mr. SEWARD. Mr. President, I confess my- 
self very much embarrassed by the argument of 
the honorable Senator froM North Carolina. It 
has been quite ineffectual to satisfy me that the 
assay office in New York ought to be abolished; 
while it has demonstrated to me that I was wrong 
in voting to retain the mintin North Carolina— 
for the honorable Senator says that he proposes 
to abolish the mintin New Orleans, and that he 
thinks there ought only to be a Mint in Philadel- 
phia and in California. 
Mr. CLINGMAN. I say on principles of 
economy—looking to that alone. 
Mr. SEWARD. The honorable Senator now 
amends his speech by saying, on principles of 
economy alone. I have voted upon other grounds 
for sustaining the mintin the State of Narth Car- 
olina, though I confess I do not understand very 
well the grounds on which I cast that vote, except 
that on previous occasions | had always voted in 
the same way, and I desired to preserve a con- 
sistent record, though the argument was growing 
stronger against me continually. 
| Mr. President, if the honorable Senator from 
| North Carolina, or any one else, thinks he can 

wound or hurt anybody’s feelings, or thinks he 
| willat all affect anybody’s pride, or thinks he 
| will do the State of New York, or the city of New 

York, or anybody in New York, any harm or 
| prejudice, I invite him to go ahead and abolish 
| the mint and other public institutions in the city 
| of New York, and we shall see how he will come 
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out in the long run. There is one place in the 
United States above all others where there ought 
to be a mint; where, wherever commerce is left 
to the workirg out of its own legitimate opera- 
tious, it will be in preference to all other places; 
and that is the city of New York, where it can 
be coined the most cheaply, and put into circula- 
tion at the smallest expense. ‘There is now no 
mint there; but there are mints elsewhere, where 
there are no such necessities for them. 

In my argument this morning upon the propo- 
sition which was made by my colleague to au- 
thorize ¢ yinage In the city of New York, at the 
assay office, | showed that $20,000 a year of ex- 
pense would be retrenched by the acceptance of 
that amendment authorizing the assay office to 
coin moneya The Senate has refused to do that. 
That is $20,000 of expense that the party main- 
taining the policy of retrenchment, and balancing 
between revenue and reducing the ex- 
penses by retrenchment, has already committed 
itself to. LT will now show the honorable Sena- 
tors how much more they will make by abolish- 
ing the assay office in New York. 

It is four years since the assay office was es- * 
tablished in New York, and since that time there 
have been deposited at that office, $96,700,000 of 
bullion; of which $92,200,000 were in gold and 
$4,500,000 in silver. Of these $92,000,000 of 
rold, $61,000,000 have been stamped at the assay 
office with the Government stamp, which gives it 
& market value, as money, in foreign countries, 


raising 


and sent abroad into circulation as bullion in bars. 
If there had been no assay office there, it would 
been required to transport that to Phila- 
delphia—that 960,000,000—and have it stamped 
there, and brought back again to New York to be 

hipped; and whatever the risk and the expense 
of transportation would have been, that is the 
amount which has been saved by stamping it ia 
New York, instead of sending it abroad, to say 
nothing of the visk of seriding $60,000,000 of the 
precious metals across a railroad by an irrespons- 
ible express company that is incapable of guar- 
uitying the Govern nent, and which necessarily 
involves, therefore, insurance on the transporta- 
Litvil. 

Now, what is the cost of transporting $60,000,000 
from New York to Philadelphia? It is just ex- 
ar for every tlWousand of gold, 
S60 000 Which have been saved, to say 


icliyV: Ot aa 


nothing of the risk. Now = then, there has been 
$4,500,000 of silver. ived there; and that silver 
has been ent to Philade phia tuo be coined, be- 
cause it has not to be stamped. If that Silver 
could ha been coined in New York, it would 
have saved the expense of transportauion, and 
how much is that? ‘The expense of transport- 


ation of silver from New York to Philadelphia, 
into form of 


per $1,000, making 


for the purpose of putting it the 
money, is three dollars 
$13,500 on that item. 
re has been saved 
$60,000 on the gold which was stamped as bul- 
lion at the assay office; and there has been lost 
one dolla upon every $1,000 of the $30,000,000 
which have been transported to Philadelphia, 
rted into coin. Then, 
ish the assay office, you will add to the 
expenses of the Government dollar for 
every $1,000 of cold which is received in the city 
of New York to be put into bullion, or to be put 
lnto coin. 

Mr. MASON. Will the Senator allow me to 
hy it is that the Government pays the 
transportation to Philadelphia from 

Why is it that the owner of the 
rt pay it? 

Mr.SEWARD. The Government receives the 
gold for the purpose of having material to coin 
and stamp and give it its value to maintain the 
coinage system. It assumes to_receive deposits 
in the city of New York and San Francisco for 
the purpose of coinage. 

Mr. MASON. ‘To enable the Senator to ex- 
plain it fully, | would ask hina if the assay office 
at New York were abolished, would not the Gov- 
ernment save the expense of carrying gold be- 
tween the two cities, because the owner must take 
gold to the Mint? 

Mr. SEWARD. No, sir. If you take it away 
it will cost just so much more to get it in kind. 

Mr. IVERSON. Iam not at all surprised at 
the course which the Senator from New York, 
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and gentlemen upon the other side of the Cham- 
ber pursue in thiscase. It is but a few minutes 
since they voted to cut down the salaries, or abol- 
ish the salaries and expenses of keeping up the 
little mints at Dahlonega, in Georgia, and Char- 
lotte, in North Carolina. They talked about 
economy, and saving these small sums for the 
Government. It was very important then to the 
Government to save the expenses of these two 
branch mints in those two cities. But now, when 
& proposition is offered to save a large amount of 
the expenses of the Government by abolishing 
the assay office in New York, gentlemen think it 
is a very different question. The circumstances 
being altered, it alters the case. It is the old fable 
of the bull and the ox, and nothing more. The 
branch mints at Dahlonega and Charlotte were 
established many years ago for the convenience 
and interest of the poorer classes in those States, 
and the surrounding country, who were working 
in the gold mines in that region. 

Mr. SEWARD. Will the honorable Senator 
allow me to interrupt him ? 

Mr. IVERSON. For what purpose ? 

Mr. SEWARD. Simply to make an expla- 
nation, 

Mr. IVERSON. The Senator from New York 
can have an opportunity of making an explana- 
tion after [ get through. 

Mr. SEWARD. I simply appeal to the hon- 
orable Senator to allow me to suggest to him that 
he is inflicting severe chastisement upon me for 
voting in favor of his proposition. I voted with 
him against striking out those branch mints. 

Mr. [VERSON. Then so far as the honora- 
ble Senator is concerned, I make the amende hon- 
orable, and take back all that I said. I take it for 
granted that other Senators who usually vote 
with him, will vote against this proposition. | 
desire to ask the Senator from New Hampshire 
if he will vote for this amendment to strike out 
the assay office at New York? 

Mr. HALE. Ican tell better after I have heard 
the Senator’s argument. [Laughter.] 

Mr. IVERSON. Well, sir, | have only this 
to say: these branch mints were established in 
North Carolina and Georgia, not for the purpose 
of making money to the Government, but for the 
convenience and ngcessity of those who mined in 
that region. It was for the benefit of the poorer 
classes. The persons who generally mined in 
North Carolina and Georgia, were poor men, who 
went into these branch mines, or surface mines, 
and operated for their individual profit. If they 
did not have a branch mint in their neighborhood, 
to get the gold coined, they would be compelle d 
to send it, at a vast expense, to the Mint at Phil- 
adelphia, New York, or elsewhere, or to sell it 
ata sacrifice in their neighborhood, to specula- 
tors and capitalists. They were not established 
for the purpose of making money, but for the 
purpose of promoting the interestand convenience 
of those poorer classes who mined in that par- 
ticular region. 

The assay office in New York wasestablished 
for the benefit of the rich; for the benefit of the 
great speculator, William B. Astor, Drexel & 
Company, and other enormous capitalists, in 
New York and elsewhere, who hada large amount 
of shipments of gold from California sent to them. 
The assay office was established for their benefit 
in order that they might avoid the expense of 
taking it to Philadelphia and back. When we 
propose to cutdown the expenaitures of the Gov- 
ernment by taking away this expenditure at New 
York, the Senator from New York rises and gives 
as areason why we should notdo it, thatit costs 
so much to take the gold to Philadelphia and 
back. Who is betterprepared to pay the expense 
of that transportation than these millionaires for 
whom the Senator from New York would legis- 
late? Sir, I think it is a fair subject for the prun- | 
ing-knife to cut down the expenses of the Gov- | 
ernment there, when these sums are expended for 
the benefit of rich men who can very well afford 
to take their gold to Philadelphia and have it | 
coined and brought back to New York for ship- 
ment. But when we come to the poor people of 
Carolina and Georgia, in the immediate neigh- | 
berhood of the branch mints there; when we pro- 
pose to have this small expenge of six or eight |, 
thousand dollars a yearexpended for their benefit, | 
to save them the expense of sending their gold to | 
New York or sacrificing it, Senators say that | 
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| there is no necessity for it; that the expenses of 
'the Government are enormous, and, therefore, | 


we must use the pruning knife in this poor pitiful 
manner. 

Sir, | hope the Senate will adopt this amend- 
ment. I voted against the motion to strike out 
the expenses of the mints at Dahlonega and Char- 
lotte, in North Carolina. I thought it was just 
and properthat the Government should encounter 
some expense for the benefit of the poorer classes 
interested in those branch mints; but, inasmuch 
as Senators on the other side have manifested so 
much zeal in favor of retrenchment and curtail- 
ment of expenditures, I hope that they will pursue 
the example so generously set, and will cut down 
the expenses of the assay mint in New York. At 
any rate, following their example, I*shall vote 
for it. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I desire to say a single 
word in reply to the Senator from New York. I 
was very much surprised by the course of his re- 
marks. I think this is a mere matter of dollars 
and cents. A gentleman on the other side cf the 
Chamber proposed to strike out the appropriation 
for the mints at Dahlonegaand Charlotte, because 
he said, the gold could be transported to the Mint, 
and coined for less,at Philadelphia. In remark- 
ing upon that proposition, I happened to allude 
to the assay office in New York, and the Senator 
from New York seems to take it in high dudgeon. 
He rose with anairofoffended dignity, and spoke 
of my assailing New York, and how little I would 
make by assailing that great State. It is extraor- 
dinary that we cannot save a little money ex- 
pended in that way, but that the representatives of 
the State bristle up against it. He tells us that it 
costs about one dollar in a thousand to transport 
the gold from New York to Philadelphia. If it 
costs them that much, I would like to know how 
much it would cost to transport it from Dahlonega 
or Charlotte to Philadelphia? It would cost ten 
times as much, I have no doubt; and yet, accord- 
ing to the arguments of Senators, itis a hardship 
upon New York to bear this small expenditure; 
but it is perfectly proper when applied in the 
other section. I wish to see some consistency in 
this matter; and I tell the Senator further, if this 
motion prevails, | will moveto abolish the sala- 
ries, and strike out the appropriation for the cus- 
tom-house at Albany. Mere is no need upon 
earth for a custom-house there. Goods must 
either go by New York up the Hudson, or by 
Joston, or some point on the frontier. Wh 
they should keep a custom-house, and salaried 
officers in Albany, in his own State, I do not 
know. IL suppose if I were to offer such an amend- 
ment, it would be said that it was an offense to 
the State. I deemed it right to say thus much. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, I think this is 
avery strange exhibition. We have been talking 
during the whole session about economy and re- 
sonieilineant, The necessity of retrenchment and 
economy has certainly been manifest to us every- 
where. What have we done here to-day to ex- 
cite all this emotion, all this talk about poor men 
in the Carelinas and Georgia, and the aristocrats 
in New York? We find in the bill before usa 
proposition to appropriate $12,000 for officers to 
superintend a few workmen that receive $5,400. 
It 1s plaim to every one in this Senate that these 
officers are unnecessary, and that, in the present 
condition of the Treasury of the country, they 
ought to be abandoned. I say with the Senator 
from New Hampshire, were they in the town in 
which I live, I would go for their abandonment. 
I do not give a vote to abandon them because the 
are in Carolina and Georgia. On the contrary, if 
there was any reason why [ had any reluctance 
to do so, it was because they were there, and 
I saw that there was some feeling on the sub- 
ject. 

Now, sir, having carried thatamendment, which 
is to be a permanent reduction of the expenses of 
this Government, having performed one practical 
act of retrenchment, we are met here with a prop- 
osition to abolish the assay office in New York. 
I care nothing about that office. It has been 
shown here by the Senator from New York that 
it performs a vast amount of labor for the accom- 


_modation of the country. I wish we had never 


established any offices for this purpose, excepting 
those at Philadelphia and at San Francisco; but 
looking at the condition of things before the coun- 
try, it seems to me that we had better retain the 





7 


_ February 22. 


| offices at New York, New Orleans, San Francis. 


co, and Philadelphia. 
Mr. CLINGMAN. Will the Senator allow 
me to ask him a question? 
Mr. WILSON. Certainly. 
Mr.CLINGMAN. If wearesinking and losino 
money, as is clearly shown, by keeping up the 
assay Office, what is there in the condition of the 
country that requires us to lose that money at 
New York more than anywhere else? Here ig an 
annual appropriation of nearly one hundred thoy. 
sand dollars which could be saved by abolishino 
this assay office. , 
Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, New York js 
the great commercial point of this country. It js 
the place were millions upon millions annually 
go; and that is some reason, at any rate, why this 
office should exist there. If the proposition was 
to establish anassay office there now, in the pres. 
ent condition of the country, I certainly would not 
vote for it; but asit has been established, as it has 
accomplished much for the accommodation of the 
country, | would keep it there. If we were act- 
ing upon this subject as an original question, | 
would say the mint should be at New York, where 
the mint ought to be; and there should be a mint 
at San Francisco, on the Pacific ocean, where a 
mint ought to be; and I would let New Orleans, 
and Philadelphia, and all other places, go there 
for their coinage; for they are the great commer- 
cial points of the country, and they would accom- 
modate the whole country. 
' [have found, through this whole session, that 
whenever a practical proposition has been made 
to reduce the expenditures, we have had opposi- 
tion from some quarter; and when we have suc- 
ceeded in making a reduction, we have had exhi- 
bitions of feeling which struck at something else. 
Now, we ought to be practical in this matter. [| 
think we ought to vote to reduce all unnecessary 
expenditures. I have given my vote for the prop- 
osition striking out these small branch mints, | 
would have been willing to reduce the expendi- 
tures there, or to have retained them, if it would 
have done any good; but certainly it must be 
manifest to everybody that the permanent good 
of the country requires the abandonment of those 
two offices, which were established under pecu- 
liar circumstances. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Iwas about to ask the 
Senator, before he took his seat, one question. 
In reply to the question I put to him, he said that 
New York was a great point, a great center. Is 
that any reason why we should waste money on 
it? We pay a considerable amount, I believe, 
for the rent of the buildings; I think they are 
merely rented; but even if they belong to us, we 
could sel! them and get the money for them, and 
save nearly one hundred thousand dollars in sal- 
aries. Now| submit to him, when we can do 
that, had we not better save it?) There is no rea- 
son assigned against it, except that New York is 
a great point, a great center. 

Mr. CAMERON. Mr. President, the Senator 
from Massachusetts says we ought to look at this 
as a practical question; I agree with him. We 
ought to look at it practically, and look at it with 

regard to the effect.it is going to have on tlie coun- 
try. We may all be in favor of the reduction of, 
and a reform in, the expenditures of this Gov- 
ernment; but we have a saying up in the country 
where I live, that foolish people save at the spigot 
and let itrun at the bunghole. This saving in 
this small way, is a very small business. 1 be- 
lieved originally that the Mint at Philadelphia 
could do all the business that was required of it; 
but the Congress of the United States thought 
proper to establish mints at several other places, 
for the purpose of benefiting the local business, 
and the local interests of those neighborhoods. 
The commercial people of the country thought it 
was necessary to have what they called an assay 
office at New York, which I supposed, at the 
time, was merely a place of deposit for the gold 
which should come into the country. New York 
is a large city, the largest in the country, and 
probably more infested by dangerous people than 
any other city in the world. en coming from 
California and other places with gold were always 
in danger of losing the money they had about 
/them. They could not wait to carry it to a safe 
| place in Philadelphia, but they required some 
| place in New York, in which it could be taken 
| care of during the night. That was all that was 
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intended, as I understood then, by the establish- 
ment of thatassay office. Now, the distinguished 
Senator from New York, [Mr.Sewarp,]|in whom 
{ believe so much that | can hardly believe or 
imagine that he ever does anything wrong, has 
certainly made some mistakes in his arithmetic. 
He tells us it requiresa dollar for every thousand 
of gold which is carried from the city of New 
York to the city of Philadelphia, and, by infer- 
ence, he leads us to imagine that it would require 
another dollar upon each thousand to carry it 
back. 

Mr. SEWARD. Oh, no; that is both ways. 

Mr. CAMERON. Well, [ will take it both 
ways, and meet it upon that ground.. Now, the 
gold which comes into the city of New York is 
not intended to be used altogether in New York. 
It is brought there as a commodity of trade, just 
as so much wheat, or so many bushels of pota- 
toes, or so many dollars’ worth of any other agri- 
cultural product, are brought into New York. It 
is money when it gets the stamp of the Govern- 
ment upon it. It requires to go to the Mint and 
receive that stamp. Well, sir, suppose | arrive 
in New York, from one of the California steam- 
ers, with $100,000 of gold, which I require to re- 
ceive that stamp, I have no means of taking care 
of it in New York, and I must go to Philadelphia 
to deposit it at the Mint and get my certificate. 
It costs me three dollars to take myself and my 
baggage with me to Philadelphia. My baggage 
is the gold which I carry. Whenit gets to Phila- 
delphia, it is not necessary that it should be car- 
ried back; but it is there in the depository of the 
Government. My draft upon that is better than 
gold. I may go to the extreme ends of the earth; 
and wherever I go, my draft, properly certified 
upon the depository of the Government of the 
United States, is better than the gold which is 
there; so that it really requires nothing to carry 
it back to New York. 


But, Mr. President, if it required that trans- | 


portation which the Senator from New York 
speaks of, then it proves the error which was 
committed in establishing that assay office, be- 
cause the gold is the property of individuals, not 
of the Government; and why shall a man, going 
to New York, charge the Government a dollar 
upon every thousand of gold that he has to take 
to Philadelphia, in order to have it coined? There 
is no necessity for that. It is his property, not 
the Government’s. The Governmentis notasked 
to pay that. Thatis the way I look atit. Lama 
presen! man. I know nothing of theories, but I 

now something about currency, and I know 
something about exchanges; and I believe that a 
dollar deposited anywhere, with the stamp of the 


Government of these United States, is to me a! 


collar in any part of the world. 

Having said this much, it is only necessary to 
say that [do not want to interfere with what New 
York has there. They have got an assay office, 
and they ought to be content with it, and thank 


God they have got it; because I believe, if the | 


subject had been properly investigated, they never 
would have got it. | 
from Georgia [Mr. Iverson] talk about poor men. 
I thought there were no poor men down South. 
I thought they ail belonged to the North. It is 
the first time ‘in my legislative experience that I 
ever heard a man from the South talk about poor 
men and industrious men, and the injustice done 
to them. , I thank God there has been a change 
down South, and that they begin to talk about 
the laboring men, the men who do the work, as 
proper objects for the care of the Government. | 
do not know anything about those little mints in 
eorgia and North Carolina; but they do not cost 
much, and | would let them have them; I would 
let-them keep them all around, and if they want 
more of them, let us give them. Senators from 
that region will not give us protection for iron; 
ut we in the North, Pennaylvania particularly, 
are willing to assist everybody. We look upon 


this country as a great family, each State of which 
is entitled to our aid, and we are willing to give 
itto them.” I will help Georgia, and I will help 
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am glad to hear the Senator | 
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South Carolina, and even help Louisiana; I be- 
lieve they are interested in this subject. I take 
it for granted that kindness begets kindness. After 
we have been civil to them, they will be very 
likely to be civil to us. 
| Mr. GWIN. It is perfectly evident that we 
cannot get through. with this bill to-night, and 1 
therefore move to proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. [‘‘ Oh, no.’’] We have some 
very important business to transact in executive 
session. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. 
taken. 

Mr. HUNTER. [hope we shall have the vote. 
We can get through with the bill very soon now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Brieut 
in the chair.) Does the Senator from California 
make a motion for an executive session? 

Mr. GWIN. I withdraw it for the present, to 
see if we can get through with the bill. . 

Mr. TOOMBS. This argument has taken a 
very wide range, and I desire very briefly to bring 
|it down to the point involved, without having 
| anything complicated with it. The Constitution 
| gives power to Congress to coin money, and to 
regulate the value thereof. It is the business of 
the Government to make establishments for coin- 
/ing money. The Congress has claimed, under the 
| Constitution, the exclusive manufacture of gold 

and silver into money, and stamping it, because it 

is that stamp which gives it value in the United 
| States. It can give it value nowhere else, as the 
| Senator from Pennsylvania has erroneously sup- 

posed. It givesit a fixed value here, but nowhere 
| else. Our stamp hurts it in any part of the world; 
| instead of being a benefit it is injurious to it. 

In exercising this duty to coin.money and reg- 
ulate the value thereof we must fix establishments 
for coinage at points most convenient to the great- 
| est number of people. Thatis the only sound 

principle—not to maintain paupers either in Geor- 

gia or New York, rich men or anybody else—but 
| to exercise the power in such manner as shall be 
most convenient ta the greatest number of peo- 
ple. When the Mint was established at Phila- 
delphia, that was the commercial and financial 
center of the country. The most of the imports 
were there, and therefore our financial operations 
were at Philadelphia. In the course of years the 
imports were transferred to New York, and 
therefore New York became the great financial 
center. It isthe financial and commercial center 
of the country to-day. There is no reason why 
| the Mint should be carried to the place where the 


I hope the vote will be 


gold comes from. Thatis notthe rule. The gold || 


of California goes to New York simply because 
the Government have established a line of steam- 
|ers from New York to California. If you had 
established a line to New Orleans it would have 
gone there, and that probably will be the result 
|in three or four years. The gold might have 
gone to the financial center, either in a raw state 
or stamped; I do not know which. 
I do not think we should consider the conse- 
| quence as affecting New York; and this question 
is not to be looked at with a view of its conse- 
| quences anywhere. The true rule was that which 
was adopted in Philadelphia, that, as that was the 
| financial as well as the commercial center of the 
country, the Mint should be there. That is now 
changed; and if the advantages were sufficiently 
great to change it, it ought to be in New York. 
| Asa new question, I would put it there; and I 
would put it there not as a new question. Upon 
the whole, it is the best place for it. The rule 
which induced the establishment of the Mint at 
Philadelphia is the one which has been adopted 
in nearly all countries. Take England, for ex- 
ample: London being the financial center, they 
have their mint there, and but one. France has 
but one. I think most countries have but one 
| mint, and that is established in their own finan- 
cial centers, which are generally their capitals; 
but, on account of the large extent of our coun- 
try, we have no common financial center. This 
| business of coining silver is generally done at the 
| centers of large portions of the Union. San Fran- 
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cisco is the great financial and commercial center 
of the Pacific coast. There is good reason, prob- 
ably, and it is safe in us, in so vasta country, to 
consultthese different financial centers; and, there- 
fore, New York, New Orleans, and San Fran- 
cisco, are three places where there qught te be 
mints, and there | would go to put them; and 
hence I do not concur in this amendment. I de 
not think the reasons given for it are good. 

Upon the question of economy, I will retrench 
large abuses or small ones. I will abolish any 
expense where there is no corresponding benefit 
to the Government, no corresponding benefit to 
the people. That is whatI object to. I refused 
to spend $500,000 for the improvement of Buffalo 
harbor, theugh I have no doubt it was important 
to the people of Buffalo, both the poor and the 
rich; because I have no right to spend the money” 
of the whole United States for the benefit of a 
et locality, neither for the rich nor poor. 

“er this reason, I voted to abolish the mint at 
Dahlonega, in my own State, and the one in North 
Carolina. The amendment to strike them out 
was founded upon sound principles, and 1] have 
voted to strike them ott the rather becauee they 
were atheme. Ido not wanta dollar of the pub- 
lic money expended in the State of Georgia. If 
you are going to spend money wrongfully, if you 
are going to spend money profligately, | wish 
you to do it anywhere else but within the limits 
of my own State. 

Mr. HUNTER. I hope that the question will 
now be taken. ‘There seems to be an anxiety to 
close up the bill. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I rise to ask for the yeas 
and nays upon the amendment; and I will barely 
say to the Senator from Georgia, that his prinet- 
ples, if carried out, must abolish the Mint at Phil- 
adelphia or New York. I agree that we do not 
need them both. So far as they are concerned, I 
would prefer to strike out the Mint at Philadel- 
yhia. ‘That will raise another question. As the 

| Mint is there, however, I think it clear that we 
do not reed an assay office at New York. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The yeas and 
nays have been ordered. 

Mr. SEWARD. Ido not know what its pur- 
port is; but the honorable Senator from North 
Carolina has given notice that if this amendment 

| prevails, he will endeavor to strike down the cus- 
_tom-house officers in the city of Albany. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I spoke of the interior 

custom-houses. I am against the whole system. 

Mr. SEWARD. I have only to say that the 

honorable Senator can go on and cut down the 

salaries of custom-house officers, and all other 

functionaries of the Government, as liberally and 

as largely as he pleases. It isthe first time in my 
experience that | have had any reason to suppose 
that any member of the Senate of the United 
States could suppose the State of New York 
would, in any degree, be affected in its feelings, 
its views, or its principles, by the patronage of 
the Federal Government which might be besto wed 
upon it. 

Mr. PUGH. I intend to vote for this amend- 

' ment, and do not intend to stand upon any rea- 
sons which the Senator from New York has 
thrown out. The simple question, as the Sen- 
ator from Georgia has stated, is, does this estab- 
lishment pay the Government for its expenses? 
If it does not, | do not care where it is located, 
it ought to be abolished. What is it for? It is 
nota mint; it is an assay office. Whatdo they 
do? The Senator says they take the gold and 
put it into bullion. What then? They export it. 
It is just for the accommodation of a parcel of 
traders in the city of New York. The great part 
of it does not go into the circulation of this coun- 
try. Itis no benefit to the people at large. In- 
stead of the gold coin which the Constitution pro- 
vides, the State of New York, and a few other 
States of this Union, have issued counterfeit paper 
money to supersede it. If you act upon the prin- 
ciple that wherever a man has got bullion or gold 
dust you must coin it for him, you ought to have 
/ @ mint at every cross-road. The argument is just 
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as good for every twenty men in California as- 
sembled around the gold placers as those who 
meet in the city of New York. This Government 
established the Mint at Philadelphia because it 
was the seat of Government at that time. That 
was the reason. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. If the Senator will permit 
me a moment, [wish to ask him does he ere 
that the Government assayed this gold at New 
York gratis? 

Mr. PUGH. No, sir. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Does the Senator know 
whether or not the assay duty does not pay the 
expenses of the assay office of New York? 

Mie CLINGMAN. I think it does not. 

Mr. PUGH. Iam pretty certain it does not, 
from the appropriations in this bill. 


Mr. BENJAMIN. Why, they say they have 


gota surplus there. 
Mr. PUGH. To what do they apply it? 


Mr. BENJAMIN. ae propose to build a II 


mint with the surplus saved. 
Mr. PUGH. I venture to say, there is no sur- 
plus there, or anywhere else. We understand 
that here. I judge from the appropriations made 
by this bill, including the sum of $10,000 for 
carrying bullion from New York to Philadelphia 
to be coined. That is a pure outgoing of money 
from the Treasury. 
‘The Mint was established at Philadelphia, be- 
cause that was the seatof-Government. It ought 
to be at Washington City, in my judgment. It 
ought to be here, that the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury and the Treasurer of the United States could 
control it, and see that it was rightly conducted; 
but we left it at Philadelphia when we moved the 
seat of Government, because we could not go to 
the expense of erecting buildings here. It answers 
the purpose. It is quite sufficient for all the gold 
coined this side of the Rocky Mountains; and 
this establishment in New York—I do not care 
whether the Senators from that State find it con- 
venient or not—is for no purpose but to expend 
the public money in a particular neighborhood. 
New York is a great State. She hasa great rep- 
resentation; she has great influence; and when 
this large division of the public money comes on, 
she generally gets the lion’s share. 
Now, I| said, that the striking out of these Car- 
olina and Georgia mints was the small part of the 
business; but I am satisfied, from the heat dis- 
played to-day, that the knife has been put to the 
right place in regard to the whole of these mints. 
If you are going upon fair and economical prin- 
ciples, appropriating in this department only what 
sthe Government requires, l am with you to the 
Jast extent; and if you find any places in my State 
that the Government do not want, I will be obliged 
to you to abolish them. lam not certain that I 
would not abolish all the officers of the Federal 
Government in my State to-day—the whole of 
them. Ido not think they do us any good, and we 
do not wantthem. ButI think this establishment 
ought to be suppressed; and if we Fo upon sound 
principles, it will be suppressed. If you do not, 
if there is a division of the public money for the 
epee of supporting an tiahiats, I think these 
ialf dozen people in North Carolina and Georgia 
are quite as meritorious as the people of New 
York, and do not get one tenth part of the public 
money. As I said before, if this amendment be 
rejected, I shall move to reconsider the other one, 


in relation to the mints at Dahlonega and Char- | 


lotte, 

Mr. SIMMONS. «I voted to strike out the ap- 
prepristions for the mints at the South, simp 
yecause I supposed that the circumstances which 


induced Congress to establish them had ceased to 
exist, 


keep them up, 
I think this proposition to strike out the sala- 


ries of the assay office has no possible connection | 


with the question of coining money in the State 


of Georgia or the State of North Carolina. This | 
notion that the identical people who are engaged | 

old and carrying it to | 
the expenses, is a very | 
Why do we | 
not require the people who are injured by those | 


in the pursuit of digging 
the mints, are to pay 
mistaken notion, in my judgment. 


whe are engaged in counterfeiting coin in the 
country, to pay the expense of guarding the pub- 


If there had been a reasonable amount of || _ \ ; J Ark 
gold to be assayed there, and the expenditures || rick, Green, Hammond, Iverson, Johnson of Arkansas, | 
were not so heavy, as compared with the amount | 


coined, | would very cheerfully have voted to | 
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lic against the annoyancé of such villains? It 


would be just as proper for us to do that, as to || 


require the people who dig gold and bring it into 
the market, to pay’the expense of prosecuting, 
eriminally, those who counterfeit the coin. This 
coining of money is a great function of the Gov- 
ernment. Itis one of those functions which can- 
not be done by anybody else. It is the duty of 
the Government. It is for the protection of so- 
ciety at large, and everybody is interested in hav- 


ing it carried out, no matter whether he digs gold || 
' 


or not. 
This assay office in New York, by which it.is 
stamped in bars, is a great saving to the whole 


} 


'| whether that amendment is not excluded } 


industry and productive labor of the country. If | 
we should coin it,everybody knows that for every 
thousand ounces that we send abroad there 1s | 


absolutely a loss of fifty ounces of silver. 
did not put silver into it, it would be of no earthly 
value incommerce. There are at least fifty ounces 
in every thousand. This is a great saving in the 
country at large. It makes our productive labor 
more remunerative. The object is to put the 
stamp upon the coin. New York is the place for 
such an office; not for anything they have done, 
but because that is the most convenient place for 


If we | 


people of California to get their gold made avail- | 


able in commerce, unless they stamp it at home. 

Now, as to this notion of the expense Of trans- 
mitting the gold from North Carolina, there is not 
a bank in North Carolina that would not prefer a 


check upon New York to a check upon any de- 


pository at Charlotte. It is the great center of 
exchanges, and everybody likes to have the value 
there where they can realize it. 
the country. I do not like to see these great 
cities grow up. I think they are a disadvantage 
to the community; but we cannot legislate about 
that. That is outside of anything we can do. 

If I thought the proposition to allow coining 
in New York was to interfere with the establish- 
mentalready in Philadelphia, I should have voted 
against It. 
Mintthat I have towards the old place where the 
Declaration of Independence was signed; and I 
should just about as soon think of moving the 
mint, as of moving Independence Hall to New 
York for them to exhibit for the gratification of 


It is so all over | 


I have the same feeling towards that | 





February 22, 
Mr. PUGH. Ver OER es ae 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I offer the followin 
amendment, to be inserted as an additional sec. 
tion: 


“ind be it further enacted, That all laws establishin 
branch mints at Charlotte, North Carolina, and Dahloneg. 
Georgia, be, and the same are hereby, repealed ; and the 
sites now occupied by the branch mint establishments ay the 
said places, with the buildings and improvements thereon 

| of a permanent character, are hereby surrendered to the 
| States in which they are respectively situated. 


Mr. CLINGMAN. [raise a question of order, 
L y the 
rules of the Senate, from a place on this bil[? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair js 
under the impression that the amendment ig jp 
order. It does not contain an appropriation of 
money. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. [at first had prepared ay 
amendment directing those sites to be sold, but 
on reflection [ shaped it in accordance with the 
practice which had been established in the case 
of the Memphis navy-yard. When there was no 
use for it, we surrendered it to the State. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I hope the Senator will alter 
that amendment. The States have no use for 
these buildings. I think the amendment, with 
that exception, is a wise provision. We ought 
to turn these buildings over to the Government, 
and sell them. The States have no use for mints 
atall. They are public property, and ought to 
be disposed of. Lam opposed to the amendment, 
because we want none of these buildings. Let 
the Government carry on its own business, and 
sell its own property. So far as I am concerned 
as one of the representatives of Georgia, I repel 
the proposition. I do not want to have anything 
to do with this property. I would not accept it, 

Mr. SIMMONS. TheState might want it for 
the purpose of assaying gold. 

Mr. BELL. I beg leave to say that I gavea 
vote against the appropriation for the support of 
these mints in Georgia and North Carolina upon 
very little reflection and consideration; and seeing 
that there is some feeling upon the subject by 


|| some gentlemen from that quarter, and learning 


| 


their pride. I think Philadelphia deserves some- | 


thing for what it has been, and a great deal for 
what it is now; for | believe it is the safest place, 
of its size, of any that I know of in the world. 
When you come to talk about abolishing the 
mint in New Orleans, there are elements at work 
there that will make that a great center for the 
bullion of this country. It will be the place that 
can be reached in the shortest time from the gold 
regions beyond the Rocky Mountains. When it 


becomes so, there will be more gold coined there; | 


and it will have to be stamped at the commercial 


center, where the gold will arrive, before it is | 


transmitted through the country. It is the cheap- 
est way, in my opinion, of first stamping the 
piece of gold in the bar. 

The Senator from New York has said that it is 
sent over to Philadelphia and back to puta stamp 
on it atthe expense of a dollar in a thousand. 
Sir, that stamp can be put on it for two cents. It 
is a merequestion of economy. Ido not think it 
is right that this nation should thus collect a toll 
upon the men of business in this country, whether 
they reside in South Carolina, North Carolina, 
or Georgia, or the Pacific ocean, because the Con- 
stitution and laws of the country require this sub- 
ject to come under our supervision merely for the 
security of society at large. ; 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 14, nays 38; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Clay, Clingman, Fitch, Fitzpat- 


Jones, Polk, Pugh, Reid, and Sebastian—14. 
NAYS—Messrs. Bell, Benjamin, Bigier, Bright, Broder- 

ick, Brown, Cameron, Chandler, Clark, Collamer, Dixon, 

Doolittle, Douglas, Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, Gwin, Hale, 


| Hamlin, Harlan, Houston, Hunter, Johnson of ‘Tennessee, | 
pennstt King. Lane, Rice, Seward, Shields, Simmons, | 


a 


Slidell, Smith, Stuart, Toombs, Trumbull, Wade,,Ward, 
and Wilson—38. 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PUGH. 
tion. I move to reconsider the vote by which the 
Senate struck out the branch mints of Georgia 
and North Carolina. 


| 


I wish to make a privileged mo- | 


} 
ferred that that yard should have been at a diller- 


that there is a prospect that there will be an in- 
| crease of the yield of gold in those regions, I feel 
very much inclined to change my vote. These 
sums are small and insignificant in themselves. I 
remember the circumstances under which those 
mints were established in Georgia and North 
Carolina. Itis true that there was an expecta- 
tion that there would be a large yield of gold in 
those districts. Gold had then been recently dis- 
covered there. I remember that it called forth a 
good deal of consideration, prompted by the al- 
most universal cry in one section of the Union, 
and even in two, that the expenditures of this 
Government were all concentrated in a particular 
section. I thought there was weight, to some ex- 
tent, in the complaint. I then acted dn the prin- 
ciple that wherever there wasa reasonable ground, 
a reasonable pretext in reference to the public 
service, | would vote to expend the public money 
in any quarter or section of the Union where the 
expenditures of the Government had been hereto- 
fore, and were likely forever to be, very limited. 
I thought that should be taken into consideration 
in the establishment of such institutions as these. 
I remember that | have been controlled in my vote 
by considerations of that character. 

I have been controlled in my course since | 
have been a member of Congress, not so much in 
the Senate asin the House of Representatives, by 
the same principle, in sustaining the naval depo! 
at Norfolk, Virginia, and in building up a navy- 
yard there. That was never founded upon any 
principle of economy. Again, in establishing, re- 
cently, the navy-yard at Brunswick, in the State 
of Georgia, I acted upon that principte. I pre- 


ent point; but I was not tenacious; | had no great 
preference of one point over the other; but I wen! 
upon the principle that 1 was in favor of building 
up agreat naval depot, or one as large as the pub- 
lic necessities or the public convenience and re- 
sources of the country could bear, at Norfolk, 
Virginia. So, sir, I have ever been the advocate 
of establishing a national foundery at some pol” 


‘of the West, if a suitable site could be found for 


Mr. HUNTER. The Senator can except that | 


amendment when the bill is reported to the Senate, 
and get a separate vote on it. 


that purpose. Then, when a navy-yard, or ® 
naval depot, or if you should call it only a rope 
walk, was once established at Memphis, althoug'' 
I had nothing to do with the establishment of !' 
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the same principle would have led me to the sup- core; they did noteven profess it. They have 





port of such an establishment, if it had been at 
Vicksburg, or any place less convenient than 
Memphis. So now, if a fair opportunity were 
sresented to me of acting upon the same principle, 
and upon the same feelings, I would vote for the 
establishment of a national foundery at some point 
in the Southwest, or in the West, at all events. 

Sir, itis not dollars and cents that ought to con- 
tro] Senators upon such questions as this. States- 
men should look at the operation of our system 
of Government, and our great Union. Necessa- 
rily from the force of interests—individual, com- 
mercial, and general interests—there is, and there 
ever will be, a tendency to concentrate on partic- 
ular points, to the great metropolis, the central 
depots of trade, such as New York, the benefits 
of public expenditure. ‘I'hey are large, and they 
are growing larger every day. ‘They are consid- 
erations and principles that lie far deeper and are 
of far more importance than any few hundred 
thousand dollars of expenditures connected with 
them, or even when you take them in the aggre- 
gate, of millions of dollars. Sir, I] do not credit 
that there is any feeling or disposition to take 
away from any State of the South anything which 
is necessary. Let us discard any motives or con- 
siderations of that kind that actuate members. Sir, 
that individual sentiment is not a general senti- 
ment. 

I would not, for fifty times over the amount of 
the expenditure involved in these two little estab- 
lishments in the South, which upon mere eco- 
nomical principles might well be dispensed with, 
incur that sentiment. I would not raise a feeling 
that there was a disposition to take from those 
poor people the little modicum of benefit which 
they get, and refuse to cut down appropriations 


never reached the/disease, nor did they point to 
the disease in our system that has produced the 
extravagant expenditures, of the impropriety of 
which there was general complaint. 

1 shoufd like; upon some occasion, to address 
the Senate upon them. I hope that that question 
will come up yet. | have never found it conve- 
nient, or thought it proper, to speak upon that 
subject in any of the morning hours in which it 
has been casually presented here. I should like 
to have some opportunity to speak of the pre- 
tensions to economy and curtailment that have 
been made by so many in this House, to show 
that they have not pointed in the right direction. 
The evil lies deeper; the disease is more venom- 
ous; thereisa poison in the system which nobody, 
that | have heard, has pretended to probe. 

gut, sir, | will not say any more on this sub- 
ject. Llrose merely to say that in the few. mo- 
; ’ . j r *~ 
ment’s reflection | have had since the vote‘ was 
taken on striking out those branch mints, I, for 
one, shall retrace my steps and vote against the 
proposition to strike it out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is the Senate 
ready for the question on the amendment of the 
Senator from Illinois: 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President—— 

‘Mr. HUNTER. I hope the Senator will allow 

\| us to take the question. Weare all ready to vote. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I was going to modify my 
amendment, as the Senator from Georgia objects 
to having these buildings surrendered up to the 
States, so as to correct it In that regard. I had 
first prepared the amendment in that form. I will 

| send my modified amendment to the Chair: 

‘ind be it further enacted, That all laws establishing such 
branch mints at Charlotte, North Carolina, and Dahlonega, 

fora large section of the country. Gentlemen of || penitent of the United States is hereby authorized to cause 
the North may appreciate these feelings as they || to be sold, at such time and on such terms as he may deem 
please; but the principle I wish to present to Con- || most conducive to the public interest, the sites now occu 
gress is, that although dollars and cents, when pied by the branch mint establishments aut Charlotte and 
they reach a high aggregate of hundreds of thou- || ee nae canee ee proceeds to be paid into 
sands and millions of dollars, are to be considered | ve - - 
as connected with the social prosperity and devel- || 
opment of this greatcountry; yet there are many-|| on that question. 
hundreds of thousands and many millions of del- | The yeas and nays were ordered. 
lars, if you please, that I would be willing to sac- || Mr. SIMMONS. It seems to be pretty late. 
rifice to these higher objects and motives. | I want to think a little on this subject. I am in- 
Sir, I did not think when I rose that I should | clined to voté against the amendment, and 1 be- 
be called upon to express my sentiments as fully, lieve we should go back and give the salaries in 
or take so much time with this question as I have those two mints. I want one night’s sleep on the 
done; but, still, I desired to recall the feelings of || subject, and I therefore move that the Senate ad- 
entlemen, and to state the conclusion at which || journ. mech! 
| staan long since, not within the late period of | |. Mr. HUNTER. I hope not. I hope we shall 
excitement between one section and another, but || finish this bill. We are getting towards the end 
ina period extending back a quarter of acentury || of the session, and I hope we shall finish some- 
ago. I stand consistent upon the record on that || thing to-day. u L 
subject. Sir, I think it may be some convenience, | _ The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
in a large district of neighborhood, to establish || is on the motion to adjourn. 
mints, as in Georgia and North Carolina. \|| Mr. HUNTER called for the yeas and nays, 
Some allusion has been made, and surprise ex- || and they were ordered; and being taken, resulted 
pressed, that any opposition should be manifested | —yeas 21, nays 27; as follows: 
to the amendment because of any effect it might YEAS—Messrs. 
have upon the poor laborers, or the poor work- | Clark, Clingman, Dixon, Doolittle, Durkee, Foot, Hale, 
men, in the South. I wish I could correct the Hamlin, Harlan, Kennedy, King, Reid, Seward, Simmons, 
senument that exists in the North upon that sub- || A ee aecrar, Babced Baton bleh. ak Chesnut, 
ject. There are more thousands and tens of thou- | Clay, Douglas, Fitch, Fitzpatrick, Green, Gwin, Houston, 
sands of poor laboring men—farmers, generally, | Hunter, Iverson, Johnson of Arkansas, Johnson of Tennes- 
are not quite so bad—engaged in mechanical em- | 
ployments in the South than are dreamed of in || 
the conception, or all the learning, or all the in- 
formation that has been had by many gentlemen 
of the Senate upon this subject, as I have found 
by pene interviews and private conversations {| 
with them. | Mr. BAYARD. If it is in order, I wish to 
But, sir, I do not intend to enlarge upon this | move an amendment to the amendment of the 
topic and upon the gencral sentiment of economy. |; honorable Senator from Illinois. 
I think the view that is taken of the popular feel-|, The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is in order. 
ings on this’ subject is a great mistake. The Mr. BAYARD. I move to insert, after the 
mousing reformer goes into the Departments to || word ‘‘ Georgia,’’ the words ‘‘ and the assay of- 
find where there has been some misapplication || fice at New York;’’ and after the word ‘Dahlon- 
of appropriation, or where a few clerkships could |, nega’ the words ‘‘ and the assay office,’’ so as 
be retrenched in any branch of the public ser- || to include within the laws repealed the law estab- 
Vice situated in any part of the United States. | lishing the assay office at New York. I am un- 
| 


The question 


Sinith, Stuart, Toombs, and Ward—27. 
So the Senate refused to adjourn. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 


now is on the amendment offered by the Senator 
from IJlineis. 


} 


Ve have heard long debates in the Senate on re- || able to see, myself, any reason why, for the pur- 
trenehment resolutions. What has become of |, poses for which the power to coin money was 
them? They were very opular; they seemed to || given to the Government, we should have a Mint 
be approved by densteey: there was a general || at Philadelphia, an assay office at New York, 
clamor of approbation and applause; gentlemen’|| and also a mint at California. I think all the 
were very earnest on the subject. What has be- || proper functions of the Mint to be discharged by 
come of them? Whither did they tend, and how | the Government can be discharged by the Mints 
did they profess to reach the object? They were || of California, New Orleans, and Philadelphia. | 
merely upon the surface, and never went to the 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


. delphia, and brought back to New York. 


Mr. IVERSON. I call for the yeas and nays || 


Bell, Broderick, Cameron, Chandler, | 


sec, Jones, Lane, Mason, Polk, Rice, Sebastian, Slidell, * 


doubt, farther, whe®#her the establishment of an | 
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assay Office, as such merely, not for the purpose 
of refining and assaying gold, in order to convert 
it into coin, but refining and assaying the gold 
for the purpose of converting it into. bullion, 
which ts merely a commodity still, is in the intent, 
or meaning, or spirit of the Constitution, which 
gives the power to coin money and regulate the 
value thereof. The establishment of the assay 
office at New York was passed upon an appro- 
priation bill. Iam unable, myself, to see the ne- 
cessity for an assay office for the purposes for 
which the Government is authorized to establish 
mints; that is, to coin money for circulation to 
go out to the country. The object of the assay 
office at New York is solely in reference to the 
interests of commerce, to convert a commodity 
into a different shape, still to be used as a com- 
modity, and nothing else. I confess, leaving the 
point of expediency, that | have some doubts 
about the constitutionality of establishing an as- 
say office separate from the Miat, to be a simple 
conducive to the refining and assaying the gold 
to be used at the Mint to be coined into money. 
Taking both reasons combined, I think the law 
oughtto be repealed. I therefore move the amend- 
ment to insert, after the word ** Georgia,’’ the 
words ** and the assay office at New York,’’ and 


' insert after the words ** Charlotte and Dahlon- 


ega’’ the words “and the assay office at New 
York.’’ I ask for the yeas and nays on that 
amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. KING. As the yeas and nays have been 
ordered, | will not go into any argument to sat- 
isfy the Senator from Delaware that his amend- 
ment is one that, if adopted, would not promote 
the public interest. Iam only astonished that he 
does not himself observe and know and under- 
stand the value of the assay office at New York, 
in stamping the gold, a great deal of which passes 
abroad in commerce that is not carried to Phila- 
The 
Government saves that expense. It is a great. 
public benefit. ‘The object of it is to promote the 
public good. 

Mr. MASON. The Senator from New York 
cannot have heard the Senator from Delaware, or 
he manifestly does not understand him. The 
point taken, and I think well taken, although I 
apprehend, at this late period of the day, it will 
not bear much debate, is, thatthe Constitution, 
which gives Congress the power to coin money, 
does not give to Congress the power to establish 
the fineness of gold for the purpose of commerce, 
as a commercial commodity. 

Mr. KING. So far as that point is concerned, 
although in my judgment, Congress is a very 
good judge of what it ought to do, yet upon the 
various questions presented by the Senator from 

Virginia, and the Senator from Delaware, upon 
the constitutional aspect of the ease, of course they 
are entitled to respect. If 1 believed there was 
a constitutional question in this matter, it would 
be a different thing. I do not think there is. I 
think that the object and purpose of the establish- 
ment of an assay oflice at New York, is not only 
perfectly constitutional and legitimate, but of 
great service to the public interests; but, as I 
stated, 1 will not proceed to debate it. I believe 
it is so obvious, and so well understood, that a 
naked vote of the Senate is the best disposition 
to be.made of this subject. 

Mr. MASON. | have seen very few instances 
in the Senate in my experience, or in the work- 
ing of the Government, where a constitutional 
objection is regarded; but I should ask the Sena- 
tor from New York, er any Senator who hears 
me, toshow when the Constitation gives to Con- 
gress the power to coin money, that it gives at 
the same time to Congress the power, by estab- 
lishing the fineness of the metal, to establish it 
asacommercial commodity. The power to coin 
money is perfectly understood. As I can perceive, 
it means nothing more than this: Money is not 
a commercial commodity; when it becomes a 
commodity in commerce, it ceases to be money. 

| Money isa medium of exchange for other articles 
of commerce, and nothing more. The Govern- 
ment stamps the fineness of the coin, and by that 


|| Government stamp it passes as the certificate of 


value and weight; nothing more. Then, when 
the Government coins the money, it does nothing 
more than fix the counter by aGovernment stamp, 
which shall be the medium of exchange of com- 
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modities of commerce. 
has any purpose in the world, it is that the Gov- 
ernment shall ascertain the fineness of the metal, 
be it silver or gold—what are called the precious 
metals—by the chemical agencies used for that 
purpose, and to fix the Government stamp upon 
it, to fix its fineness, notas money, but to go into 
commerce. I ask that Senator then, or any other, 
when the Constitution gives to Cengress the 
power to coin money, where they find at the same 
time the power by the Government stamp to fix 
the commercial value, and the commercial value 
alone? ‘That is the point. 

Mr. KING. Ifa constitutional question of va- 
lidity were interposed, I certainly would be in- 
clined to treat it with great respect. I will say 
here, thatthe constitutional scruples about which 
I have heard so much, and which were often in- 


terposed, as ** Virginia abstractions’? were scru- 
ples, which I had always great respect for; and I 
wish they had now more influence and weight in 


both branches of Congress than they have. I 
wish we were careful, both in the levying and 
collecting of money, and in its expenditure, m 
regarding the objects to which this Government 
was limited by the Constitution. So faras regards 
any intimation of the Senator from Virginia, that 
1 should be disposed to look upon a constitutional 
objection as one that ought not to have much 
weight, itis notso with me. But in this matter 
the very power to coin money is to coin it out of 
the metals. [ had very little respect for that sort 
of legisiauion, which undertook to coin money 
out of paper, as they did at one time; but to coin 
monéy and to stamp it, it is requisite that you 
should refine it. It is absolutely necessary that 
this stamp which is placed upon the metal should 
be one of truth, of genuineness; and in order that 
that should be so, it is necessary that the metal 
should be refined so as to bring itall toa common 
standard; and when you have brought it to that 
standard, you stamp it. A stamp placed upon 
metal, which should not be true in point of fact; 
a stamp placed upon metal of one fineness or 
another fineness, would not answer the purpose. 
There is an absolute necessity for the refinement 
of the metal before you shall puta stamp on it, and 
the metal should be stamped where you refine it. 

Mr. MASON. 
interrupt him ? 

Mr. KING. 

Mr. MASON. The Senator has not answered 
the objection. You must certainly refine the 
metal before you coin it; but the object of the 

iy Office is to refine it, and puta mark upon 

it to show its fineness,and not tocoin it. They 
have no power to coin it. 

Mr. KING, I have proposed to remedy that 
to d ty. 

Mr. MASON, 


Will the Senator allow me to 
Certainly. 


or jee 


The 


That is another thing. 


assay office is to ascertain the fineness of the | 


metal and stamp it—for what purpose? That 
when it is used in commerce its commercial value 
18 known by the stamp of the Government, and 
it passes as commercial commodity—nothing 
more. Although the true way to coin money is 
first to refine the metal and bring it to the stand- 
ard fixed by law, yet it does by no means follow 
that because you must refine the metal in order 
to coin, you have power to refine it when you do 
notintend to col? it; when itis not refined for 
the purpose of being coined, but for the purpose 
of fixing its commercial value. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President I will not de- 
tain the Senate, at this late hour of the evening, 
in attempting to argue further the question of the 
consutuuonality of this law. 1 suggested it asa 
doubtful matter in my mind, and the more I think 
of it the more that doubt increases, whether Con- 
gress can, under the power given them by the 
Constitution to coin money and regulate its value, 
establish an assay office which is not intended to 
coin money, nor to be assistant to coining money. | 
1 can perfectly understand that you can establish 
a mint to coin money, and have a right in that 
mint to refine it. You must have an assay office 
connected with the mint for the purposes of the | 
mint; but if you establish an assay office sepa- 
rately, for the mere purpose of converting gold | 
into bullion, as an article of commerce, under | 
what law of the Federal Constitution do you find 
the power? I am unable to see it. I might be | 
enlightened by further argument, but I doubt it. | 

Then | turn to the question of expediency. J 
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Now, if an assay office | 





have been unable to see, on the point of expedi- || appropriation bills and get them put of the 


ency or the general necessities of the community, | 
the necessity for this office, because the object of 
giving the power to Congress of coining money 
was, that the people of the United States, whether 
merchants or not, should have a general Marrency; 
the object was to control the currency of the coun- 
try. it may have been departed from in other 
respects. e may, unfortunately, not have ad- 
hered enough to the Constitution in requiring the | 
currency of this country to be solely the coin of | 


the United States; but thatis no argument against || 


what the intent of the Constitution is. The Con- 
stitution authorizes you to coin money, and that 
is the sole power under which you could estab- 
lish mints, and the general purpose of currency | 
is the only legitimate purpose for which vou could 
establish them; not for the mere purpose of com- 
merce outside of that, in order to convert gold | 
dust into bullion as an article of commerce alone, | 
not to be used as money, not as currency, not to 
be circulated as money. I am perfectly willing 
to foster commerce by all legitimate means, but | 
Iam not willing to use a doubtful constitutional 
power for the purposes of commerce. 
Nor do | see the necessity of it. You have a | 
Mint where you can coin money, where you can 
refine it and assay it, in the first instance, in 
Philadelphia. You have one in San Francisco, 
the great gold-producing portion of the country. 
You had them before you established this assay | 
office. You have one in New Orleans, which, in 
an extensive country like ours, may be requisite; 
but where is the necessity for this establishment 
at New York? You do not desire to convert for- 
eign coins into the coins of this country. Your | 
assay Office is not needed for that purpose. There | 
is no necessity, therefore, as there might have | 
been formerly, before the discovery of gold in | 
California, when the supply of money for the pur- 
pose of coinage might raise the necessity of your 
obtaining the coins of other countries, in order to 
convert them into the coin of your own country | 
for circulation among the masses of the people. 
There might have been some excuse for that then. | 


There is no reason for it now. We have the gold |/ 


dust, when refined, sufficient to produce any | 
amount of coins you may want. The object of | 
this law establishing an assay office, in addition | 
to that, is not to coin money for the circulation | 
and currency of the country, but to convert gold | 
dust into bullion as an article of commerce, and | 
that alone. 
and I do not see the necessity of that. 


1854, or 1852 certainly, the Congress of the Uni- | 


,ted States established no separate agsay office | 


under that power given them to coin money and | 
regulate its value. They did establish mints— | 
they may have been unnecessary—at Dahlonega, 
and at other points. The power unquestionably | 
existed to establish mints under the Constitution; | 
butafter sixty years of our existence had elasped, | 
and then on an appropriation bill, you just find 
the power to establish an assay office, the object 
of which is not at all to coin money, but simply 
to convert gold dust into bullion for the facility | 
of commerce, not for the circulation of the coun- 
try. 
Sir, if there were time, I would like to pursue | 
this question a little further. It has sprung upon 
me only during the course of this discussion. 
have a strong conviction, apart from the consti- 
tutional question, that there is no necessity for 
the establishment of this assay office at New | 
York as regards the general currency of the coun- | 
try and as regards the necessity of the whole peo- 
ple of the country, and that you have no righ, in | 


| 
| 
| 
| 
} 


| the present state of the Treasury at any rate, in- | 


dependent of the constitutional objection, to make 
these expenses merely for the accommodation of | 
a particular class of individuals, those who deal 
in bullion, by incurring an expense of $100,000 
or more in this establishment at New York. That | 
is the reason upon which I base my vote. 

Mr. STUART. 
of discussing this amendment; the subject has | 
been one passed upon by the Senate; but with | 
great respect to ask the Senate to dispose of this | 
bill to-day, because there are several important |, 
public measures, some of which I have reported i 
trom the committee of which I am chairman, that | 
ought to be acted on, and unl@ss we get rid of the | 


GLOB 
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way, 


we shall certainly not have an opportunity to act 


upon them. 

Mr. SEWARD. I do not intend to discuss, g: 
length, this constitutiona] question, which comes 
so late. Itis five years since we established a 
assay Office at San Francisco to ascertain the valyjo 


_ of the gold delivered there by the merchants for 


Now, sir, I cannot see the warrant, || 
| weight. 
Allow me to say on this constitutional question || 
that it certainly has this sanction: until the year |, 


| 
| 
| 
} 


the purpose of being transported to the Mint to 
be coined. We have since established one jp 
New York. What is an assay office? It is the 
office of an assayer. Whatis the function of ay 
assayer? He isan officer of the Mint for the due 
trial of silver, appointed between the master of 
the Mint and the merchants that bring silver there 
for exchange. Thenthe Government of the Upij- 
ted States 1s charged with the responsibility of 
coining money and regulating the value thereof. 
It is impossible for it to coin money until it first 
regulates its value, and it is impossible for it to 
regulate the value of money unless it has an assay 
office where it can also receive and stamp and 
mark, and ascertain the value of the gold which jg 
uncoined and which is to remain uncoined byt 
which goes into the tradeassilver. If it be possi- 
ble to separate the act of coining from the act of 
assaying, then it is possible to establish the one 
in Philadelphia and locate the otherin New York. 
Thisis one answer. The other is that bullion is 
money, for money is nothing else but the precious 
metals, whose value is ascertained and stamped 
by the Government, for the purpose of regulating 
trade and exchange. Coin, in a general sense, 
and bullion, are the same; that is, they are not 
identical, but both are money. Bullion is coin, 
and coin is money. 

Mr. MASON. The Senator will allow me to 
ask him, is it necessary, in fixing the value of 
coin, to fix its weight? 

Mr. SEWARD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MASON. Does not the law of the United 
States, which fixes the relative value of gold and 
silver, fix the weight as well as the quality of 
fineness to be in it? 

Mr. SEWARD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MASON. Very well; then I ask, for any 
purpose of the Government in ascertaining the 
value of the metal, whether they should ascertain 
the weight also? 

Mr. SEWARD. I answer, yes, sir; and that 
they fix the value of the bullion made of gold and 
silver, and stamp it at the Mint. 

Mr. MASON. Then they fix the value by 
They do nothing more than fix the 
money value. The money value is not to cireu- 
late as coin. The Senator may present it in any 
ingenious form he can, but he will not say, and 
cannot be brought to say, that within the mean- 
ing of the Constitution, or in a mercantile mean- 
ing, it is anything more than coin, and that coin 
is anything in the world but so much of the a 
cious metals as the law ascertains, to be called by 
certain names, and which has a prescribed Gov- 
ernment stamp upon it, which is the coinage; the 
stamp is evidently the coinage, and that alone is 


/ money. Now, bullion is a mercantile commodity 


and nothing else. 

Mr. SEWARD. It is money. 

Mr. MASON. Certainly not. Money is a 
mercantile commodity when it ceases to be money, 
and no longer. Bullion, as he calls it, is then 


/nothing more than the metal refined, with the 


1 do not rise for the purpose } 


I || Government stamp upon it. That holds the same 
‘| relation in commerce under that stamp that a 


barrel of flour, raised in his State, or a hogshead 
of tobacco, raised in mine, holds in commerce 
when it has the inspector’s stamp in the case of 
the flour, or the inspector’s stamp in the case of 
the tobacco, and nothing more. 

Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. HUNTER. I hope not. Let us go through 
with the bill. 

Mr. POLK and Mr. HUNTER called for the 
yeas and nays,and they were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 18, nays 28; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bell, Cameron, Chandler, Clark, Dixon, 
Doolittle, Durkee, Fessenden, Hale, Hamlin, Harlan, King, 


Pugh, Seward, Summons, Trumbull, Wade, and Wilson 
—18. 

NAYS—Messers. Bayard, Bigler, Bright, Brown, Ches- 
nut, Clingman, Crittenden, Davis, Dougias, Fiteh, Foster, 
Green, Gwin, Houston, Hunter, Iverson, Johnson of Ark- 
ansas, Johnson of Tennessee, Lane, Mason, Polk, Reid, 
Rice, Sebastian, Smith, Stuart, ‘Toombs, and Ward—28. 


So the Senate refused to adjourn. 
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more to say, and after that I shall be content to | 
let the vote be taken without any further com- | 
ment. ‘The argument of the honorable Senator 
from New York, or rather the authority he gives, 
only confirms me in the opinion | had previously | 
entertained. He reads to you the definition of an 
assayer, an Officer of the Mint for the purpose of 
coining money. Beitso. My objection to this 
office 18 not that you have no right to refine for 
the purpose of the Mint, but it 1s this: because 
you have the power, and you must necessarily 
have an assayerin your Mint for the purposes of 
coinage, you cannot avert that power to establish 
an assay Office alone; nota mint, not intended for 
coinage, at New York, in order to convert gold 
dust into bullion for the purpose of commerce, as 
acommodity. That is the objection. I think it 
a valid one. 

Further, the honorable Senator says bullion is 
money also, as well as coin. Now, | had always 
supposed the money of the United States was 


well known—its cents, dimes, and dollars—lI | 
might repeat them all, with a certain amount of | 
lloy, described as such in the laws, known as | 


such, and circulated as such. But this bullion, 
stamped in bars, has nothing to do with the alloy 
of your coins. Itis a commodity of commerce; 
is stamped, and it circulates as a commodity in 
commerce alone; and itis not intended as money, 


or to be used as money; and it is not recognized | 
as money by the United States. It may be used | 
as a substitute for money; but it is not one of the | 


coins of this country; it 1s not part of the money 
of this country; and when you have stamped a 


gold bar worth so many dollars or so many | 
eagles, that does not make it the money of the | 
country. It is notalloyed in the manner in which 


the law prescribes in reference to the money of 


the country, when it is intended for the circula- | 


tion of the country. It is money in no sense 
whatever. It is a commodity of commerce; and 
as such, iff my judgment, you have no right to 
establish an assay office for the mere purpose of 
refining gold for the benefit of commerce. 


Mr. CLARK. 


tion, I find this provision: **to coin money’’—a 


general provision to coin money, not to coin the | 
money of the United States, but to coin money. | 
Now, here the word is used in the ordinary ac- | 


ceptation, I take it, not in the technical meaning. 


There is no better rule of construction than that, | 


when a word is used, it is to be used in its ordi- 
nary acceptation, and taken in its ordinary sense 
and meaning, unless it clearly appear that it is 
in its technical sense and meaning By the best 
lexicographers you will find that money is any 


piece of metal, stamped by the authority of the | 
Government, which they make to be money. To | 
coin is to stamp, to stamp money, to stamp a | 
piece of metal so as to make it money, no matter | 
whether your piece of metal is round, or ofa given | 


size, or of agiven weight. If you stamp it by the 
authority of the Government, so that its fineness, 
weight, and value is known, then itis money. It 
18 not necessary even to be metal. What do the 
Indians use? Wampum. But we have the power 
in the Constitution to coin money; that is, to 


stamp metal and give it the value and character | 


of money; and that is all they have done in the 
assay office. ‘They take the metal; they refine it 
and stamp it, and give it its value. 
fixes the coins of different kinds. Because, in the 
Mint, they make a round coin of one size and an- 
other size, it does not prevent the Government, 
if it choose, under this constitutional provision, 
from stamping a square bar of gold and passing 
it as money. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I merely wish to say that 
this constitutional question, raised by the Sena- 
tor from Delaware, and repeated by the Senator 
from Virginia, is a more elaborate refinement of 
constitutional law than the Mint is upon the metal 
of the coin of the world. It results from this 
fact: that in the Constitution the States are pro- 
hibited from making anything but gold and silver 
coin a tender in the payment of debts; and there- 
fore, the inference is tart that the Government 
of the United States can make nothing but gold 
and silver coin a tender in the payment of debts. 
But the Government of the United States can 
make oyster shells a tender for the payment of 
debts, if they see fit; I do not intend to say that 
they are very likely to do it. As the Senator from 





Upon looking at the Constitu- | 


he Mint | 


} 


~ Mr. BAYARD. I have but a word or two | New Hampshire said, they can make a bar aten- 


der in payment of a debt as well as a round coin. 
It is not only a constitutional right, but a consti- 
tutional duty, so to stamp what is to be passed in 
commerce, as to make it the least possible ex- 
pense to the citizens of this country, in making 
ita medium of payment; and this assaying and 
stamping bars of gold is a saving of vastly more 
| than the cost of coining. 
|| As [stated before, the coins of the United States 
|| are required by law to consist of nine parts of fine 
|, gold or silver and one part of alloy; and it is re- 
|| quired that one half part of the alloy of the gold, 
at least, shall be of silver, and it may be all silver; 
|; so that for every thousand ounces of gold that 
|| you make, there is a necessary loss in commerce 
|| of fifty ounces of silver. That is a dead loss; 
|| whereas, when you put it into a bar, there is no 
loss whatever; for there is no law inthe exchange 
| market of the world that the alloy in our coin in 
|| those countries is worth a brass pin, and there 
|| never will be. All the tables here are mere cal- 
culations of pure metal coined according to the 
weight and the degree of fineness. Our standard 
is ten percent. of alloy. That of England is one 
twelfth; and the computation of these exchanges 
|; and all these tables is to show how much pure 
|, metal there is in an ounce or grain of the standard 
| coin of the country in which it is coined. 
The Senator from Delaware said that, as a 
|| matter of constitutional law, or of national expe- 
diency, he could see no reason for stamping these 
bars in the assay office. 1 think the whole con- 
| stitutional question was disposed of by the Sen- 
|} ator from New York and the Senator from New 
Hampshire. You might as well make a square 
piece, or a long bar, or a wedge in any form you 
please, to have it pass as currency, as well as a 
‘| round coin. If itis stamped by an authorized 
officer of the Government of the United States, 
| the authorized value thereof is fixed according to 
the Constitution. 
i! Mr. SEWARD. 
|| Mr. SIMMONS. 
|| were to pass them here amongst us as a tender in 
the payment of debts, no court in the world would 
call its constitutionality in question even as a cur- 
rency. But we make our currency in a more con- 
venient form. ‘These twenty dollar pieces are the 
most ridiculous form of currency I ever saw in 
my life. They are neither fit for hand to hand 
circulation nor remittance abroad. They can never 
_ circulate from hand to hand in the transactions of 
life. Itis a great saving of the comparative cost 
‘by assaying and stamping the bars. 
|| The Senator admits that the fineness of the gold 
is to be ascertained, and thatitis to prevent those 
outside from assaying the gold that it is done by 
the establishment of the United States, and is 
stamped. The authority of law to punish the 
counterfeiting of one of these stamps upon a bar, 
| would be just as effectual as to punish the coun- 
|| terfeiting of the coin of the country; and I have 
|| no doubt, though I know nothing about law, that 
|| it would be held in the courts that counterfeiting 
|| one of those bars was equivalent to counterfeiting 
|| what is known in common commerce as coin. 
| Therefore, the only doubt thrown upon the power 
| to establish an assay office, being merely upon 
|| the circumstance that the States themselves can- 
|| not make gold bars a tender in the payment of 
debts, is answered by the fact that they have 
| nothing to do with fixing the value of any piece 
of metal whatever. The people ranveietel that 
| to the Congress of the United States. When we 
*establishethe value of any current coin, and stam 
| it, and itis fixed by the General Government, it 


By law? 
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Yes, sir; by law; and if you | 


| is a tender in all the States, for transactions from | 


''man to man. That is the whole object of this 
|| power. Since gold has become such a valuable 
| article of commerce—we producing $50,000,000 a 
| year, upon the average for the last ten years—the 
| propriety of this law, and its necessity, becomes 
| apparent to Congress; and hence, immediately 
| after the discovery of gold, this assay office was 
| established. 
| The Senator says that we went on for sixty 
| years, in the history of the country, without 
| making such alaw. We had no gold to stamp. 
There was no necessity for the establishment of 
such an office, until we had gold enough to make 
it an object; and as soon as we had enough, the 
ower vested in Congress was exercised with 
judgment and propriety. Until it was necessary 
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or proper to exercise that power, it would have 
been mere child’s play to make such a law and 
work up the coin and lose the alloy, and put the 
fine ar wedges or bars. ‘Thatis all it would 
have been before; but now we need such laws. | 
am astonished to hear a constitutional objection, 
and much more astonished to hear a question of 
the propriety of such a law, when we receive the 
sum of $50,000,000 a year in gold dust. Until 
then, I agree it would have been useless; but no 
man who knows anything about commerce would 
expect Congress to be at the expense of coining 
and then transmitting it abroad, losing the ex- 
pense of coinage and the alloy which the law 
requires should be put into it. The necessity of 
this alloy is well known; it is to harden the eoin; 
otherwise, it would be sweated, as it is called. 
But for the etloy, you would have gold sweaters 
in the neighborhood of your mints or banks as 
thev have in Europe. I have never seen a sover- 
eign yet that weighed its full value, and its value 
is according to the weight in it. So if the Sen- 
ator from Delaware had read the Constitution and 
followed the acts of Congress from the origin of 
the Government, and considered the necessities 
of the country, he would have seen that the acts 
of Congress have traveled along with these ne- 
cessitics. There is no part or parcel of it that is 
not within the legitimate letter of the Constitution. 
The propriety of it, which he seemed to question 
more than its constitutionality, is as obvious as 
daylight. When we had a vast amount to trans- 
mit abroad, we relieved the community from the 
expense and trouble of coining it and wasting ten 
ounces of good silver for every ninety of gold. 
That is the whole of it. [** Question!’’ ** ques- 
tion!’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Iverson 
in the chair.) The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Delaware, to include 
the assay office in New York in the amendment. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BELL, when his name was called, said: 
T agreed to pair off with the Senator from Ala- 
bama, |Mr. Firzpatrick.]} 

Mr. FOOT. I have paired off with the Sena- 
tor from lowa, [Mr. Jones.] 

The result was then announced—yeas 10, nays 
33; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Clingman, Davis, Fitch, Green, 
Iverson, Jonson of Tennessee, Polk, Pugh, and Reid—10. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bigler, Bright, Broderick, Brown, Cam- 
eron, Chandler, Clark, Crittenden, Dixon, Doolittle, Doug- 
Jas, Durkee, Fessenden, Foster, Gwin, Hale, Harlan, flous- 
ton, Hunter, Johnson of Arkansas, King, Lane, Rice, Sebas- 
tian, Seward, Simmons, Smith, Stuart, Toombs, Trumbull, 
Wade, Ward, and Wilson—33. 

So the amendment to the amendment was re- 
jected; and the question recurred on the amend- 
ment offered by Mr TrumsBuut. 

Mr. PUGH. | think we have been long enough 
in session—something over six hours—and I 
move that the Senate adjourn. 

Several Senators. Let us get through with 
| the bill. 

Mr. HUNTER. 
on the adjournment. 
the bill to-night. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and, being 
taken, resulted—yeas 20, nays 25; as follows: 

| YEAS—Messrs. Broderick, Chandler, Clark, Dixon, Doo- 
| litle, Douglas, Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Hale, 
| Hamlin, Harlan, King, Pugh, Seward, Simmons, Tram- 
bull, Wade, and Wilson—-20. 
| NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Bigler, Bright, Brown, Cam- 
| eron, Clingman. Crittenden, Davis, Fitch, Green, Gwin, 
| Houston, Hunter, Iverson, Johnson of Arkansas, Johnson 


| of Tennessee, Lane, Polk, Reid, Rice, Sebastian, Smith, 
Stuart, Toombs, and Ward—26. 


| So the Senate refused to adjourn. 


I ask for the yeas and nays 
I hope to get through with 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
| recurs on the amendment offered by the Senator 
from !!'inois; upon which the yeas and nays have 
been ordered. 
The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
| resulted—yeas 26, nays 17; as follows: 


| YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Broderick, Chandler, Clark, 
Crittenden, Davis, Dixon, Doolittle, Durkee, Fessenden, 
Foster, Hale, Hamlin, Harlan, Houston, Hunter, Jolinson 
of Arkansas, Johnson ot Tennessee, King, Polk, Simmons, 
Swart, ‘Toombs, Trumbull, Wade, and Wilson—26. 

| NAYS—Messrs. Bigler, Bright, Brown, Cameron, Cling- 

| man, Douglas, Fitch, Green, Gwin, Iverson, Lane, Pugh, 

Reid, Rice, Seward, Smith, and Ward—17. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. WILSON. I offer the following amend- 
ment as an additional section: 
And be it further enacted, That, from and after the pas-~ 
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sage of this act, the 


mileage of the Senators, Representa 
lives, or Delegates 


in the Congress of the United States, in 
going to and returning from the seat in Congress, shall be 
twenty cents per mile; to be computed by the negrest mail 
route from the place of residence of such Senator, Repre 
or Delegate, and paid in the same manner as ts 
now provided by law; and all acts and parts Of acts ipcon 
Bistent with thi tbe, and the same are hereby, repealed 


j 
P , 
| | ouse of j vepre- 


sentative, 


I find, in this bil , that the 
sentatives has made no appropriation whatever 
formileage. Ide not know by what motive they 
were actuated. Ws 
the public press of the « 


have heard a great deal, in 
uuntiry, about the inequal- 
ity of the mileage of members of Congress. It 
has generally been di 
the pres 


of the coun ry. 


noute 


d and ( onde nine d by 
j e public judgment 

Whenever we are called upon 
form measure, we are told that 
we do not begun in the right place, and that we 
ought to correct abuses of the 


5. a nd . I may say, th 
to advocate a re 
mile age system. 
It mey be that the members of the House of Rep 
resentatives, in re fusing to make any appropria 
tion. for their mileage 
these considerations. 


, have been actuated by 
It may be that they con- 
de mn the pre ent system. 

By the present law forty cents a mile are al 
lowed. ction of the Llouse 
of Representatives, by which they have refused 
to appropriate any mile age tor the ni xt Conger 88, 
by correcting our own mileage, and reducing it 
from forty cents to tws nty cents a mile; it will 
be just one half—fifty per cent. deduction, I be- 
leve that twenty cents a mil 
ought to be, and I shall vot 


I propose to meet this 
| 


is as much as it 
for it as a measure 
just in itself; but when we find one branch of 
Congress refusing to make appropriations for 
mileage for their branch, I take it that it is a con- 
demnation of the present law. TI want to meet 
that question, and test the sense of Congress upon 
it. Therefore itis that I have moved this amend- 
ment, It does not meet my views precisely. I 
introduced a bill the other day that more nearly 
came to my view of whatchange we should make; 
but Iam told by gentlemen from the committee to 
whom it was referred that there is but one opin- 
ion about it, and that is, that the bill was wrong 
in principle. I proposed that all those of a thou- 
sand miles should receive fifteen cents per mile; 
all between one thousand and two thousand five 
hundred should receive twenty cents per mile; all 
beyond two thousand five hundred miles should 
receive twenty-five cents per mile. I am told that 
it is the opinion of Senators that it should be the 
other way. 

I disagree altogether in that view. Within a 
thousand miles of this Capitol, in any direction, 
we have good roads; we have rapid communica- 
tion; we can return to our homesin sixty hours, 
on a summons of sickness or of pressing busi- 
ness. We ought not to have the same rates that 
men have who live beyond that thousand miles. 
In some portions of the country, and especially 
on the Pacific coast, they must leave their fami- 
lies behind them, or bring them here. They can- 
not return home to see their families, no matter 
if sickness and death should come upon them. 
They must bring their families here, or be sepa- 
rated from them; and they cannot go home, no 
matter how pressing the business may be. There- 
fore, I think they ought to have more. If there 
1s anything to be made out of mileage at all, it 
ought to go according to the inequalities on which 
members stand here. Living,as I do, within five 
hundred miles of this Capitol, and able to return 
to my home in twenty-three hours, at any time 
ona sudden summons, to look after my family 
or my business, | do not feel that I ought to have 
the same rates per mile that the Senators from 
Oregon, or the Senators from California, who 
must bring their families here at great expense; 
must remain the whole session, and cannot re- 
turn home or to their business, no matter what 
sudden affliction may come upon them. 

That was my view of the question. | would vote 
fora bill of that character sooner than I would for 
the amendment that I have now proposed. I am 
told, however, that nobody agrees with me in that 
view of the matter, and I have, therefore, moved 
this amendment, which is a reduction of precisely 
fifty per cent. on the mileage of us all. 

Mr. SEWARD. I wish to ask the Senator 
whether his amendment is to take effect for the 
present Congress or is prospective ? 

Mr. WILSON. It is to take effect after the 
passage of this act. This Congress has received || 


| until that bill comes up. 
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| 
its mileage. ‘The bill makesan appropriation for | 
the mileage of the Senate for the next session, | 
but no mileage for the members of the House of | 
Representatives. Ido not know whether it was | 
a peculiar fit of economy that the House got into | 
or not. I take it that it is a condemnation of the 
present rate of mileage, and I want to test those 
gentlemen and see if they are willing to reduce the | 
mileage one half, as [ think it ought to be. 

Mr. HUNTER. I know that this is a delicate | 
and difficult subject to deal with; but I think all | 
such matters upon which we have to act had bet- | 
ter be presented in a separate bill. Upon this | 
matter | can speak disinterestedly, for I get no 
rile ive, or next to none; but | am free to say 
that those Senators who live at a distance ought | 
to get more, in proportion, than we who live 
nearer. We thought it best inthe Finance Com- 
mittee to restore the mileage, which the House 
struck out. If we choose to regulate the matter, 
let us do it by a separate bill. 

Mr. PUGEI. We have not restored the mile- | 


ar 


Mr. CAMERON. This seems to be a test | 
question. [**Oh, no.’’} I think the Senator from 

Massschusetts seems to make it a test to know | 
whether gentlemen are disposed to reduce ex- | 
penses. If itis to test the sincerity of gentlemen | 
in reducing expenses, | will vote for it. I have | 
different views upon this matter of mileage from | 
other Senators. As regards my mileage, | do not 

care a button about it. It only amounts to eighty | 
or ninety dollars.  [** Question !’’] 
The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. FITCH. I am,instructed by the Com- | 
mittee on Printing to offer sundry amendments, | 


one of which is to be inserted as an additional 
section, 

Ind be it further enacted, That after the expiration of | 
the present session of Congress, when any document shall 
be ordered to be printed by bota Houses of Congress, 
whether the copies ordered to be printed be the usual | 
(regular) number or additional (extra) number, the entire | 
printing of such documents shall be done by the Printer of | 

| 
| 
| 





that House which first ordered the same, and the House 
-o first ordering the same shall immediately notify the other 
House of such order; and the Superintendent of Public | 
Printing is hereby directed in all cases, when any document | 
has been ordered to be printed by both Houses of Congress, | 
to cause the order of the House last making the order to | 
print such document to be executed by the Printer of the 

House first ordering the same, and to further cause the other | 
House to be furnished with the number ordered by it; and 

in no case shall more than one thousand five hundred and | 
fifty copies of any document be printed, unless the printing 

of extra numbers be ordered by either House ;- and the one | 
thousand five hundred and fifty copies, as usual regular 
numbers, shall be distributed by the officers of the House | 
first ordering the printing of the same, to the same persons | 
and in the same manner as such numbers heretofore or- | 
dered by both Houses have been distributed. 


> 
bers of any document, and to prevent double 


composition. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


seit 
Mr. FITCH. Iam further instructed by the | 
same committee to offer the joint resolution, | 
which was introduced by me from the committee | 
some time since, and which is now in the hands | 
of the Secretary, as another section of the bill: 

ind be it further enacted, That the Secretary of the In- | 
terior be, and he is hereby, directed to cause the annual re- | 
port ofthe Commissioner of Patents on mechanics, hereafter | 
to be made to the Senate and House of Representatives, to | 
be prepared and submitted in such manner as that the plates | 
and drawings necessary to illustrate each subject shail be | 
inserted so as Lo comprise the entire report in one volume, 
not to exceed eight hundred pages. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. FITCH. Some time since there was re- | 
ferred to the Committee on Printing aweport of 
the Secretary of the Senate and Clerk of the | 
House of Representatives, in relation to the con- 


| 


tinuation of the compilation of the State Papers. || 


The committee have instructed me to offer an 
amendment upon the subject as an additional 
section. 

Mr. HUNTER. I will say to the Senator that | 
all appropriations in regard to the publication of | 
the State Papers come in the miscellaneous bill. | 
I hope he will keep his amendment until then. 

Mr. FITCH. lam not at all particular about 
the bill to which the amendment shall be offered. 

Mr. HUNTER. The original proposition went 
into the miscellaneous bill. 

Mr. FITCH. At the suggestion of the Sena- 
tor from Virginia I will withhold the amendment | 
I am not particular as | 
to the bill to which it shall be offered. 


| 
| 
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; February 12, 
Mr. HALE. As other Senators seem B he 
through with their amendments, I have one }y, be 
which I hope will commend itself to the Senarp 
and give rise to no debate. [t is to be inserted as 
an additional section: 
And be it further enacted, That the first section of the aot 
entitled * An act for the admission of the State of Kansas 
into the Union,” approved May 4, 1858, be, and the «» 
is hereby, amended by striking out the following words. " 
wit: ‘* whenever it is ascertained by a census duly anq | 
gally taken, that the population of said Territory equals or 
exceeds the rauo of representation required fora meinber 
of the House of Representatives in the Cengress of the Up; 
ted States ;’? which words are hereby repealed. ; 
Mr. HUNTER. Surely the Senator fron, 
New Hampshire would not bring up that subj, et 
on an appropriation bill? - 
Mr. HALE. I think that is the best place in 
the world to put it on, because I have great doyb:, 
whether we should be able to pass it asa separate 
bill. [Laughter.] There is a provision in the 
bill to take a census with a view to the admigsioy 
| of the State. I want to state the argument for my 
amendment. I will not be long. I will be ye. 
eardful of the hour of theevening. I hold in my 
hand a printed speech made in a legislative gs. 
sembly called the House of Representatives, by 
a distinguished member of that House—a maj 
for whose judgment as a lawyer, and whose can. 
dor as a man, | have a very high regard; I refe; 
to the Hon. Mr. Strernens, of Georgia. On the 
bill for the admission of Oregon into the Unioy, 
based upon a population much less than the rep- 
resentative ratio, he justified himself by this ar- 
gument—I quote from memory: Mr. Strepueys 
said that by the act organizing the territorial goy- 
ernment of Oregon in 1848, the inhabitants of Ore- 
gon were entitled toadmission into the Union upon 
precisely the same terms as the Territories com- 
prised in the territory northwest of the Ohio river; 
and by reading that act, to wit, the ordinance of 
1787, to find out what were the rights of the p 
ple of the territory northwest of the Ohio, you 


will find provided in express terms that they might 


be admitted into the Union when they had a pop- 
ulation of sixty thousand. Mr. Srepnens said, 
inasmuch as it was an express provision in ths 
act organizing the territorial government of Ore- 
gon, that they should come into the Union when 
they had the population required by the ordi- 
nance of 1787—which was sixty thousand—he 
felt bound to admit them; and the question, so far 
as Congress was concerned, was foreclosed, and 
| Oregon had aright under that bill, or that act 

which organized her, to come in. Then, sir, it 
| was clear, by the passage of the Oregon bill in 
| 1848, and by the ordinance of 1787, which was 


'| confirmed by the Congress, and by the practice 
The object is simply to cut off duplicate num- || 


of the Government, that it is constitutional to ad- 
mit a State into the Union with sixty thousand 
inhabitants, because, by the act organizing the 
territorial government of Oregon, the faith of the 
Government was pledged to them that they should 
come in when they had sixty thousand, That 
argument prevailed, and the State was accord- 
ingly admitted. Looking at the third article of 
the treaty by which we acquired Louisiana from 
France, t find itis semaidel 

‘That the inhabitants of the ceded territory shall be in- 
corporated into the Union of the United States, and admit- 
ted as soon as possible, according to the prineiples of the 
Federal Constitution, to the enjoyment of all the rights, 
privileges, and immunities of citizens of the United States.” 

Then, sir, by our treaty with France, we are 
bound, just exactly as quick as the principles of 
the Federal Constitution will allow us, to admit 
| these people to all the privileges of being incor- 
porated into the Unien. By the ordinance ot 
1787, and by the act of 1848 organizing the terri- 
torial government of Oregon, which was acted 
upon by the Senate and by the House, we hav 
admitted the State with sixty thousand inhabit- 
ants—less than sixty thousand; but we have pro- 
vided, in a solemn compact, that when they have 
sixty thousand they shall come in. Then the 
faith of the nation is pledged to France by this 
treaty, which is the supreme law of the land, that 
as 800N as we can, consistently with the provis- 
ions of the Federal Constitution, admit a State 
out of that Territory into the Union, it shall be 
done. Well, sir, I have shown you, by the prac- 
tice of the Government, by the compact, and by 
the action of the Government at this very Con- 
gress, that a State may be admitted with less than 
ninety-three thousand—may be admitted with 
sixty thousand. By the principles of the Federal 
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Constitution, { think we admitted the State of 
Florida into the Union when it had not fifty thou- 
sand inhabitants, and I am told she has not got it 

now. The faith of this nation is pledged to) 
France; it stands upon your public records and 

treaties forever, that just exactly as soon asa) 
State can be formed out of the territory that we | 
pought of France in 1803, by the principles of the | 
Federal Constitution she shall be admitted. In 
the face of this treaty stipulation, and of your | 

ractice, you have exacted an odious and discrim- | 
inating law against the people of the Territory of 

Kansas, in violation of the public plighted faith 

of the nation. 

[am unwilling to believe that this thing has | 
been deliberately done. I believe that when that || 
provision was incorporated into that act, it was | 
done by an oversight of the Congress, whgq did || 
not turn their attention to the plighted faith of the || 
United States with France, of whom we bought | 
the territory, that as soon as the Territory could 
come in agreeably to the provisions of the Fed- || 
eral Constitution, she should come in. I appeal, 
then, to every Senator upon this floor who voted || 
for the admission of Oregon, that he vindicate his 
reputation for consistency by voting to repeal this 
unjust, this odious, this unconstitutional restric- 
tion against the people of Kansas. I do hope 
that these distinguished gentlemen who have sig- 
nalized the advent of Oregon into this sisterhood 
of States by their advent upon this floor, will 
manifest their consistency by applying to Kansas, 
at least, if not the benefit of the Constitution, the 
principles of that Christian religion which calls | | 
upon them to do unto others as they would be || 
done to. I do not ask the distinguished Senators 
from Oregon to come upto that standard, but sim- 
ply ask them to do unto others as they have been | 
done by, not as they would be done to. 
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In this || 
case there is no treaty stipulation, nothing but an 
act of Congress. According to the argument 
which I have read, the public faith was plighted 
toadmit Oregon with sixty thousand. I ask the 
Senate, when the public faithis pledged by solemn 
treaty to admit Kansas, just as soon as it can be 
done consistently with the provisions of the Fed- 
eral Constitution, to admit her. 

Sir, | beg pardon for trespassing so long upon 
the patience of the Senate, for I trust that they | 
are impatient to manifest their regard for the Con- 
stitution and the faith of treaties, by voting to | 
repeal this unconstitutional restriction. || 

Mr. LANE. I do not know but that I am called 
upon to say something on this subject, as the Sen- || 
ator from New Hampshire has appealed to the || 
Senators from Oregon to stand up now and do by | 
others as they have been done by. Now, I say || 
to the Senator from New Hampshire that, when 
Kansas comes here with her constitution, I shall | 
deal fairly and justly by her; but she is not here. 
I have heard enough of Kansas in the last year || 
or two. 1 wish my friend would let this thing go 
over untila proper time. Let us wait until Kan- || 
sas comes here, and then, I say to the Senator 
from New Hampshire, | will treat her as 1 think 
she ought to be treated. 

Sir, so far from my State having the benefit of 
the ordinance of 1787, whieh was made a portion 
of the organic law of Oregon by the act of Con- 
gress, I tell the Senator that, in my opinion, we | 
had not the advantage of it, for we have, in my 





| 
} 


E CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


New Hampshire, did by Oregon? Weare here, 
but not, | believe, as the result of that gentle- 
man’s vote. 

But I rose, sir, for another purpose. I desire 
to be understood in my position in relation to this 
matter, and in relation to the vote which I shall 
give upon the proposed amendment. Iam not 
particularly partial, and never have been, to the 
Kansas restriction. l regretted its passage through 
Congress. If Kansas were now here, notwith- 
standing that restriction—here at the instance of 
her own people, presenting a constitution of her 


own choice, of her own adoption—asking admis- | 


sion into the sisterhood of States, she would re- 
ceive my vote. 
no necessity just now for ascertaining the sense 


and judgment of the Senate in relation to that re- || 
striction, from the fact that Kansas herself is not | 
here; she is not propounding this question to the | 
Senate; she is not calling for a vote. On the con- | 
| trary, her Delegate in the other House affirms that 


she is not prepared to come into the Union, and 


| does not now desire to come in; that she is pur- 


But, it occurs to me that there is | 
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things are to be accomplished by this vote. I 
think the proper issue, the proper result, to be at- 
ained by any vote at this time upon this question, 
should, be labeled all over ‘* Buncombe;”’ and 
therefore I shall vote against the proposition. 

Mr. HALE. I was going to say that I had 
heard before a good many such speeches as that 
to which we have just listened; but I have not. | 
have heard, however, the staple of it; bleeding 
wounds and agitation and all that sort of thing; 
and I think I have heard all the changes that can 
be profitably rung on it; but there Is one part 
of the Senator’s speech to which I desire to reply. 
He says my amendment is not germane to this 
bill. tn me read what is in the bill by the rec- 
ommendation of the Finance Committee: 

“To enable the Secretary of the Interior to have taken 
a census of the people of the Territory of Kansas, with a 
view to its admission into the Union as a State, $20,000.”” 

Now, sir, itis proposed to take a census. That 
is a recommendation of the committee; and we 
appropriate $20,000 to take the census of the Ter- 
ritory of Kansas. In doing that, I want to say 


suing the arts of peace; she is recovering from | to them that the restriction which we have im- 


| that tornado; she is recovering from that sirocco- 
| blast which has rolled, at the instance of men out- | 
| side of her borders, over that fair land. 


I am 
disposed to let her recuperate her energies, and 
come up here in her own time and her own way, 
as Oregon has done. Whenshe shall have done 
works of repentance first—done her work over 
again; when she shall have gone back to the start- 
ing point, and, not only abjured outside inter- 
ference, whether it be by Missouri border-ruffian- 


ism or New England emigrant aid societies; when | 


she shall come for herself; when the voice of her 
people shall be fairly ascertained, and gathered up 
and presented here, it will be time enough for the 


Senate and the House of Representatives—for the | 


Congress, to regulate their action, and, if they 
have committed an error, to right it. 

In the mean time, 1 repeat, she is not asking 
additional renewed agitation, here or elsewhere, 
through the country; and, in my humble judg- 
ment, but for the agitation which has been engen- 
dered in Congress, which originated here, which 
had its seat and its home from among statesmen 
and politicians, outside of the borders of Kansas, 
her record would have been a very different one 


from that which exists to-day, and which has in- | 
| duced the shedding of blood in Kansas, which has 


diver@@ the attention of the people there, the hon- 
est, bona fide settlers of that country, from the 
oursuits of husbandry, from the pursuits of peace. 
| see no occasion for reviving this question at this 


hour, and at this time. Will you let Kansas alone, | 
| when she herself elects to pursue the course of | 


peace, and to bide her own time, to be governed 
by her own volition, and her own will? or must 


| agitation, useless, in my judgment, originate here? 


Is it germane to the question before the Senate ? 


Does it pertain legitimately to the bill under con- | 


sideration that a restriction, now dead, now obso- 


| lete, now inoperative, must be repealed? Where- 


fore? 


It is said by the organs of the party represented | 
| in part by the gentleman from New Hampshire, 
and said, I think, outside of the record, and in | 
| disregard of the fact,also, that when a comparison 


is instituted between Oregon and Kansas, that 


| Kansas has a much larger population than Ore- | 


posed upon them—and it is the first time it was 
ever imposed upon any Territory asking admis- 
sion; that restriction which we have imposed, in 
violation of our plighted faith to the country of 
whom we purchased the territory; that restric- 
| tion which we have never practically applied in 
any single instance; which is unjust, odious, and 
unconstitutional, shall be obliterated. Does the 
| gentleman ask for peace? Does he ask that the 
bleeding wounds may be staunched, and that agi- 
tation may be crushed? Why, sir, the best way 
in all the world to do that is to begin by doing 
justice. The best way to begin is bg telling those, 
inside or outside of Kansas, who are for getting 
up agitation, that so faras the Government of the 
| United States is concerned, we take no part in it; 
|, we take off our heavy hand; we forbear to pun- 
ish you, because you have not submitted to our 
dictation hitherto; and we repeal this odious and 
unjust restriction; one so odious and so unjust 
that gentleman tell us if Kansas were here, ask- 
/ing admission, they would feel bound to disre- 
gard it. 

Sir, Kansas is not here, because this act tells 
her she cannot come here. Kansas is not here 
with her constitution, because, by the enactment 

of the last session of this Congress, you have 
forbidden her to come, and now when you your- 
selves are taking the initiative, when you are re- 
newing the question by proposing to take acen- 
|, sus, all we askof you is to tell Kansasthat she 
may stand as every other Territory has stood, 
and that she may come into the Union without 
| this violation of treaty faith. 

The cries of agitation, and all that sort of thing, 

have no terrors for me; and let me say, and I will 
| say it with all kindness, that the cry of agitation 
comes with an ill-grace from any friend of this 
Administration or its predecessor. The agitation 
|| of this country has come from President Pierce 
and President Buchanan. The agitation comes 
from those who are trying to callagitators. The 
agitation comes from those who are first to cry 
out against it. Itcomes from the Administration; 
| it comes from Congress, in undertaking to apply 
|| this restriction here, which they have notapphied 
in any other case. But, sir, having answered the 


judgment—I stated it in the House and I state it || gon. That I do not conceive to be true. I believe || principal part which I intended to answer, and 


here—a ratio of population sufficient to entitle us || 
to a Representative in the House. We have the | 
number sufficient to entitle us to admission; and 
Kansas cannot come here for admission until shg 
has a popalation of ninety-three thousand four 
hundred and twenty. As soon as she comes with 
that population, then | will consider the question 
of heradmission. 1 have no doubt that the sooner 
she is admitted into the Union, the better it will 
be for all of us. I want to see it done. When 
sie comes here, as I said before, | willdo whatl | 
think is right by her; but I cannot vote for this 
amendment. Ido not want to go into Kansas, 
nor to hear of Kansas, until she comes for ad- 
mission, 

Mr. SMITH. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire calls upon the Senators from Oregon to do 
as they would be done by, or rather as they have 
been done to. 1 would like to inquire of the dis- 





Oregon has thirty-three and one third per cent. 
more inhabitants to-day than Kansas has ever 
boasted. That is affirmed; but if it be true, as it 
is alleged in some quarters, that she has an amount 


| of population equal to the ratio of representation 
| in the House of 


tepresentatives, where is the 
necessity of the repeal of that which is, in effect 
and in fact, a dead letter? If she has the popula- 


| tion, it is no kindness to her, and would not be, 


if she were now moving in the formation of a 
State government. 

If, sir, the effect of my vote on the proposed 
amendment was simply to affirm my non-concur- 
rence in the original restriction, or if by recording 
an affirmative vote, | could rendér any kindness 
to the people of Kansas; if it were to contrib- 


| ute to staunch any bleeding wound; if it were to 
eventually restore peace to Kansas, where dis- || 


order now reigns; if it were to facilitate her intro- 


tinguished Senator fromNew Hampshire whether | duction into the sisterhood of States, in pursu- 


he desires the Senators from Oregon to do by | 


ance of her ascertained will, then I should not 





Kansas, in this instance, as he, the Senator from | 


hesitate to vote affirmatively; but neither of these | 


that was that my amendment was not germane to 
the bill, I leave the matter to the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Srvarr 
in the chair.) The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire. 

Mr. HALE called for the yeas and nays, and 
they were ordered. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. My vote upon this question 

will be determined by the adoption of another 
clause, which is already in the bill. I see no 
reason for bringing up this Kansas question at 
this time. My opinions, in opposition to the re- 
strictive clause, are well known. I have not mod- 
ified them in the slightest degree, and do not ex- 
pect to modify them. But, sir, 1 do notconsider 
that this question has been introduced by the 
amendment of the Senator from New Hampshire. 
|| There is a provision in the bill reported by the 
committee to take the census of Kansas. 
Mr. COLLAMER. Has that amendment been 
adopted? 1| have just come in. 
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Mr. DOUGLAS. I believe it has been agreed | 


to; it appropriates $20,000 to take the census of | 
Kansas, with a view to its admission into the | 


Union. If that provision were stricken out, then 
it could be said with a good grace, by my friend 
from Oregon, that this subject was improperly 
brought up. 

Mr. HUNTER. I have no objection to strik- 
ing it out. | was not very favorable to it at first, 
but it was introduced under the idea that it would 
tend to settle and quiet things. If that is the 
enuse of the difficulty, | prefer to postpone the 
taking of the census. Let us agree, by general 
consent, that that go outof the bill. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Who recommended 
where did it come from ? 

Mr. HUNTER. It came from the Finance 
Committee. [t was recommended by the Depart- 
ment of the Interior. 

Several Senators. 


The 


it ? 


Let us reconsider it. 
PRESIDING OFFICER. 


The Senate | 


may refuse to concur in the amendment when the | 


bill shall be re ported to the Senate; but itis not 
mn order to reconsider it except by common con- 
sent, 

Mr. KING. If it be taken out by common con- 
sent, | have nothing to say. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
objection, the Chair will state the question upon 
reconsidering the vote on the amendment. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Ishall prefer having the 


If there be no | 


question taken on going out of the Committee of | 
the Whole; and I object to the amendment being | 


taken out of the bill now. 
Mr. PUGH. What is the question now? on 
withdrawing this amendment, or the other one? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. On withdraw- 


ing the first amendment, the one offered by the | 


Committee on Finance. 


Mr. PUGH. I shall make no objection to that, 


if it is insisted upon by the gentlemen on the 
other side; but I warn them that withdrawing 
that amendment is really adding to the difficulties 
inthe way of the admission of Kansas. 
considered that I was bound, as by the laws of 
the Medes and Persians, by this clause of the 
conference bill; nordo I consider that a census is 


I never | 


the only possible way of ascertaining population. | 


Nor have I ever felt thatif Kansas were so nearly 


within the ratio as to make it an immaterial mat- | 


ter, it would not be just as well to admit her by 
an act or joint resolution, But the very diificulty 
which will beset her if she comes here with a 
constitution at the next session, or the session 


| 


beyond it, will be an argument that we do not 


know her population, because no census has been | 
taken. | say that the gentlemen who try to strike | 


out the provision for taking a census—whatever | 


their motives may be—are really laying obstacles | 


in the way of the admission of Kansas. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. 


from Ohio that I dissent from him entirely in the | 


| 


I must say to my friend | 


supposition that taking a census is going to obvi- | 


ate difficulties. Inmy opinion,when a census shall 


have been taken, it will show that there are not | 


ninety-three thousand four hundred and twenty 


| 


people in Kansas; and when it shall have been | 


demonstrated that there is not that number, her 
admission will be resisted at the next session, 


because of the want of that number. I shall then | 


vote for her admission, if she comes with a con- 


stitution republican in form, and sanctioned by | 


her own people; and no good reason can be | 


shown, aside from the want of population, why 
she should not be admitted. I expect to vote to 
admit her; and upon the ground that she has been 
made an exceptional case. 

I have tried for years to adopt the rule of re- 
quiring (pe requisite population for a member of 


Congress. I offered last year to apply that rule 
to Kansas, and every other Territory. I have 
An ex- 


offered that proposition at various times. 
ception has com made of Kansas, and other Ter- 
riteries have been admitted without that requisite 
population. Now, inasmuch as Kansas has been 
made an exceptional case, and inasmuch as Con- 


| 


| 


| 


gress has passed an act to admit her with ber | 


present population, in the event that she would 


wke a particular constitution, I hold that she 


ought to come in with whatever constitution she 
may destre to form. [am not willing to make 
ihe admission of a State depeydent upon the con- 
dition that she will take such* constitution as we 
may choose to impose up her, instead of forming 
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one to suit herself. Hence, Ido not want a census 
taken as to Kansas. I am satisfied that it will 
demonstrate that she has not that amount of pop- 
ulation according to this rule; and, inasmuch as 
this law applies to Kansas alone, and is nota 
general law, | wish either to have the appropria- 
tion for a census stricken out, or the restriction 
repealed, If the appropriation is kept in, affirm- 
ing that we are going to apply this rule to Kan- 
sas, and yet not apply it to other Territories, but 
that we are proceeding to go on and execute it as 
to Kansas, shall vote to repeal the restriction. 
Mr. GREEN. I have paid a good deal of at- 
tention to the affairs of Kansas from the begin- 
ning; and while I have regretted, deeply regretted, 
much of the excitement and unfortunate contro- 
versy that has sprung up in consequence of that 
question, I must enter my protest against the re- 
newal of iton the present occasion. There is now 
before me, and before my committee, a constitu- 


tion, adopted at Leavenworth, presented by the | 
Senator from New York, (Mr. Sewarp,] propos- | 
ing admission into the Union; and I am this day 


authorized to report againstit. I have been de- 
laying the report at the instance of the Delegate 
from that Territory, who says that the people of 


the Territory do not desire admission into the | 
Union under that constitution. That constitution | 


was submitted to the people, and it received four 


thousand five hundred and forty-four votes only, | 


while the Lecompton constitution received six 
thousand five hundred and fifty-one. 


will of the people, because, there being more than 
den or twelve thousand voters in the Territory, 


the votes cast upon it were not enough to prove | 


to Congress that a majority preferred the admis- 


sion of the State. That subject is all passed; but if | 


that argument, be worth anything, and be worthy 
of consideration, and if the will of the represent- 
ative of that Territory is to enter into our con- 
sideration, then neither is the Leavenworth con- 
stitution worthy of being considered before the 
Senate. I have refrained from presenting the re- 
portupon it, because I desired earnestly, ardently, 
sincerely, yes, truly and heartily desired, to avoid 
the introduction of anything like agitation at the 
present session. 

To take the census of a Territory is a right 
which Congress has at any and all times; and be- 
cause Congress proposes to take the census of a 
Territory at any time, is no pretext or justifica- 
tion for introducing other irrelevant and inflam- 
atory subjects to excite this nation. Ohio was 
entbans with half the population that Kansas 
has this day. Forty-one thousand Ohio had; 
Kansas has more than eighty thousand. So I 


might illustrate and go on from Territory to Ter- | 


ritory, and from new State to new State. But these 


are not the real = there isa secret in the | 
I know | 


heart, deeper, behind the whole of this. 
it, the country knows it, the Senate knows it, 
whether it be avowed or not. 1 intend to main- 
tain my course on all territorial questions, and on 
all questions pertaining to the rights of the States, 
without reference to persons or parties, or any 
other accidental or adventitious circumstances. I 
feel no prejudice against the North or the South; 


I feel no prejudice against the East or the West; | 


1 feel no prejudice against the different personages 
who, mhvetaaaiaiens in the mixing up of affairs, 
have been arrayed against each other. I am indif- 
ferent and friendly to both, and I intend to do jus- 
tice to both; but while my determination is this, 
I do not intend, nor will | submit, to be placed in 
a false position. This is a fixed fact, and all the 
furies that ever were summoned up from the infer- 
nal regions can never drive me from it. 

Why, sir, Kansas has all the rights that any 
other Territory has, but Kansas has no more 
rights than other Territories have. Kansas must 
submit to the law, Kansas shall be protected by 
the law. If it be supposed that we would apply 
a rule to Kansas which has never been applied to 
any other State or Territory, it isa misapprehen- 
sion. Before the admission of Oregon, Congress 
had never intiniated to a Territory what popula- 
tion she ought to have before she applied for ad- 
mission as a State. It wasan open question. The 
Constitution of the United States contemplated 
that little Stafes might be admitted with a popu- 
lation insufficient to give them a member under 
the ratio of representation, but yet, out of a sacred 
regard for the mghts of the States to maintain 


It was al- | 
leged against the latter that it did not meet the | 


| equality in the Senate and comparative equalit 
|| in the House, they would give to them one mem. 
| ber anyhow. Hence Delaware, whatever may be 
| the rule, whatever may be the number, hag al. 
| ways had one member, and I believe between two 
| decades she had two members. Ohio, with forty. 
one thousand, had one; Florida, with forty-five 
thousand, when the ratio was seventy thousand 
had a member. P 
| Mr. PUGH. The Senator must forget that 
|| when Ohio had one member, the ratio was only 
thirty thousand. 
| Mr. GREEN. I do not forget it; but if she 
| was fit to be a State with forty-one thousand 

r . ¥ . . ’ 

Kansas will be fit to be a State with eighty or 
eighty-five thousand. 

Mr. PUGH. | will vote for her admission with 
eighty-five or eighty thousand. 

Mr. GREEN. Yes: he will vote for her; but 
how will he know whether she has eighty or 
eighty-five thousand? The proposition already 
adopted, and which has been stated to be the 
cause of the introduction of this controversy, is 

|| an appropriation to take the census. For what? 
|| ‘To limit us in our power? Not at all; and the 
|| Senator from Illinois is at fault in supposing that 
it was proposed with that intent. No man feels 
| himself, in acting under constitutional authority, 
|| limited by a law that would conflict with his con. 
stitutional obligations. But where there is an in- 
| dication to the people, lest they may undertake to 
act, without any indication from the power which 
has the control, it is a good advisory element to 
_ them not to act until they know whether or not 
|| their action will be acceptable. That is all. Kan- 
| Sas may adopta constitution; Kansas has passed 
|, alaw now for the purpose of calling a new con- 
| vention, with the view of adopting a new consti- 
| tution, and thus repudiating the very constitution 
now in my hands, to make a report upon in this 
| Senate. It is repudiated by the member, repudi- 
ated by the legislative authority of the Territory, 
repudiated by the minority vote of the people of 
| the Territory of Kansas;and hence I am instructed 
| to present a report against it. 
But, then, what afterward ? Shall we introduce 
-a rule here that shall forever cireumscribe the 
power of the people of Kansas? Notatall. Shall 
we introduce a rule that shall inflame the North 
and the South, and array one against the other 
in hostile combat? It is against my feelings to 
do that; and when an effort is made to do it, I 
shall most assuredly oppose it as far as I am con- 
cerned. There is a power in this country capable 
of controlling this Government. There is an 
innate democracy that lies in the heart of the 
| American people that needs but to be aroused, 
consolidated, segregated, and brought together, or 
separated; yet if its action be in unison, it can 
control the destinies of this great Republie. In 
this nation we ought to be united. If there are 
| antagonistic principles against us, and if they 
|| array themselves against us, let us oppose them; 
, but as a people, as a party acting with a view to 
the accomplishment of great ends, let us be as 
one people. Why, sir, suppose you and I differ 
|| whether an agricultural bill shall be passed or 
| not; I vote one waysyou the other; but yet on 
the great general principles affecting the policy of 
| the ee and Iagree. Am I, because of 
|| this slight difference between us, to draw the 
sword and cut your throat, ina political sense; or 
/} are you to draw yours and cut mine, in the same 
| sense? Never; and if you should wrongfully un- 
|| dertake to do it, am I therefore to take a course 
| shat will turn the party against you, and hang the 
halls of the great Democratic party in the habil- 
_iments of mourning? No. I will suffer wrong, 
|| I will lie under the ban of reproach, I will sink 
|| in the condemnation of public sentiment for the 
present rather than take a step that will sink the 
| only party in this Government which can save it 
from infamy and disgrace. ; 

1 have looked upon this question, from its 1n- 
ception, with no little degree of interest, not 
| merely for Kansas, not merely for Missouri, and 
| yet in one sense Missouri is more deeply inter- 
| ested than any other State in the Union; but | 





"have looked upon it with the deepest degree of 


| interest in another sense, higher and more im- 
portant than any other, and that is to say, lest it 
| might have an unfortunate tendency to alienate 
| ood, glorious, warm-hearted Democrats. If there 


_ be a power in this Government capable of saving 
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it from destruction; if there be a power in this i] HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. tion of Congress in passing the bill, was evidently 
Government capable of resurrecting it from the Tuespay, February 22, 1859. to include this class of soldiers, and in the first 











jepths to which it may be reduced by the Oppo- : 
‘on, it is the power of the Democratic party; | The House met at eleven o'clock, a. m. 
yor whew any t cimaeal or direct effort aaa || TheJournalof yesterday was read and approved. 
to divert the energies or to alienate the feelings 
of the party, it behooves all who believe in the 
integrity of the party to check those efforts, to 
counteract those movements, and to use all our 
sowers to consolidate the strength of the party on 
one point, and that is this: first, the union of the 
States; second, that that union is in conformity 
with the rights of all the States; third, that the 
great principles of individual right and personal | 
security Shall be maintained atall hazards; fourth, 
that while we are jealous of power within our | 
Republic, while we are vigilant in watching the | gentleman from Georgia a question. 
rights of States and of persons, we are a unit with | | Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. I object. 
reierence to our foreign policy, and that, whether || PAY AND ALLOWANCES OF NAVY OFFICERS. | Mr. TRIPPE. I shall be glad to hear and an- 
it beagainst England, or France, or Russia, or the || The SPEAKER also laid before the House a | SWer any question which the gentleman from 
Spanish Government, we are one—united, firm, | communication from the Secretary of the Navy, | Virginia has to ask, 


application that came before the land office from 
this class, that construction was given, and the 
warrantissued., Afterwards, however, the law was 
PROTECTION OF AMERICAN CITIZENS. construed differently, and the warrants were with- 
The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid drawn. I have never submitted the point involved 
to any member of this House, who has not at 
| once acknowledged the justice of the bill. I have 
nite Galt ounsen. stated what is the whole operation of the bill, and 
The Clerk proceeded to read the message. H I call ror the PESTS SCRIOR APE Ss 
Mr. HOPKINS. As everybody has read that || .. Mr. MeQUEEN, This bill will have the effect, 
: . if passed, to let ina large class of claimants to 
bounty land who are entitled to itunder no exist- 
ing law. I think the thing has gone far enough. 
Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I desire to ask the 


|| before the House a message from the President 
te . 2 . 
in relation to the protection of American citizens 


message already in the newspapers, | move to 
dispense with the further reading of it, and that 
it be referred to the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs, and printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 





and determined! Let these points mark our con | transmitting, in compliance with the resolution The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman with- 
duct, and all alienation will cease; al! disruption |! of the House, of June 14, 1848, a statement of | draw his demand for the previous question ? 
in the Democratic party will sink and terminate; || the pay and allowances to the officers of the Navy |. Mr. TRIPPE. Ido not withdraw it generally; 


all difficulties with reference to our foreign rela- || and marine corps, during the fiscal year ending || but 1 hope, by general consent, the gentleman 
tions will at once vanish; and this great western || June 30, 1858; which was laid upon the table, | Will have permission to ask his question, and I 
tepublic will stand unequaled since the days of and ordered to be printed. || to answer It. 

the great Roman republic. || Mr. DAVIDSON. I object. 


Mr. President, 1 have been drawn inadvert- | || The previous question was seconded, and the 


| JOHN HUERTAS. 


ently, without design, into the making of these | By unanimous consent, the bill of the House || main question ordered to be put. 
remarks; but yet every remark I have made in- | oe 251) to authorize the claimants in right of | ‘The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read 
dicates some feeling, remote or direct, that I en- || John Huertas, to enter certain lands in Florida, || a third time; and being engrossed, was accord- 


tertain. | could amplify them, enlarge them, and || was taken from the Speaker’s table, and the fol- || ingly read the third time. 


present them in a shape that would be more ac- || lowing amendment of the Senate was concurred || Mr. TRIPPE. I call for the previous question 
ceptable to the Senate and the country; but they || in: | on the passage of the bill, 

are just such as I entertain, and such as I will || Page 1, line thirteen, after the word “ State,” strike out The previous question was seconded, and the 
enforce as long as I have a voice in this Govern- || “ ered or unofiered,” and imsert in licu thereof, “ subject || main question ordered to be put. 


| tO private entry.”? 


ment, ae . : Mr. GIDDINGS. I call for the yeas and nays 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I have waited | BOUNTY GANS Law. _ |} upon the passage of the bill. I think we had 

very patiently myself, and I presume there are || Mr. TRIPPE. I desire, for the first time im || better have a record, as the principle involved is 

many Senators who have remained here patiently, || four years service here, to ask a favor of the || a new one. 

to pass this bill; but I have given up all hope of || House. I never did such a thing before,and 1 | The yeas and nays were ordered. 

thatto-night; and, before making the motion which || trust I will not be compelled todo soagain. lask | Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. J ask to have the 





design to submit, I desire to give the reason why | the House, by unanimous consent, to permit the | bill read. 1 understand that it has been read 
I shall make it. It is now entirely palpable that |} Committee on Public Lands to be discharged from | twice, but I have not heard a word of it. 

the regular set speaking has begun upon a sub- |; the further consideration of House bill No. 92. || The SPEAKER. The Chair is not surprised 
ject that has no connection with the bill. It has || [tis a bill to amend the act entitled ** An act in | that the gentleman from Tennessee did not hear 
been in the power of asingle member to fling into | addition to certain acts granting bounty land to jt; he is only surprised that any other gentleman 
our midst a matter which precludes the possibil- || certain officers and soldiers who have been en- | did hear it, in the confusion which prevails in the 
ity of our passing this bill to-night, sit as long as || gaged in the military service of the United States,’’ || House. 

wemay. Then why punish so many who have || approved May 4, 1856, and it makes a very slight Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I only ask that the 


heard so often the discussion of so old, so weari- || amendment in the bounty land law. f bill may be read now. 

some, and so fatiguing a subject as this which is | The bill was read for information. It provides The bill was read. 

now brought here? I think ‘it is proper for us to || that the following be added as an additional sec- | Mr.TRIPPE. As several gentlemen have sub- 

adjourn now. tion to the before recited act: ‘| mitted inquiries to me, in reference to this bill, I 
Mr. BROWN. Will my friend allow me ? | That, when any company, battalion, or regiment, in an || wish to make a single explanation. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. The Senator | organized aig agate peta ae miles to the Mr. DAVIDSON. I object. 
knows I would oblige him with even my blood, |, Mace Where iilicd wintes auhdees 10 ativery Urdere: or | Mr. MceQUEEN. I wish to state that the 
if necessary; but I will not yield the floor now. || were discharged more than twenty miles from the place || Committee on Public Lands were by no means 
Mr. BROWN. Hate has gone. 


where such company, battalion, or regiment was organ- || unanimous in favor of this bill. I think it isa 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Yes; and be- |! i#¢d, in all such cases, in computing the length and service || bi]l which ought not to pass. 


: : -. || of the officers and soldiers of any such company, battalion, || x . ie . 
fore he went he said he did not want to debate it. || or reyiment, there shall be one day for every twenty mites || Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 1 object. 
It is a tribute he pays, to what? I am afraid not || from the place where the company, battalion, or regiment, Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. I ask the consent of 


Was organized, to the place where they served as volun- || the House to makea single statement in reference 
teers with the armed forces of the United States subject to || to this bill 
military orders ; and also one day for every twenty miles || 


to the sense of our side; because when the bone || 
is here it is picked up and carried off by every || 
| 


man, and pursued by each one who goes after it, |! from the place where such company, battalion, or regiment, 1 Mr. McQUEEN. I object. 

and they would make those of us who sit here || was discharged, to the place where it was organized, and || The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gen- 

— and starve for want of water and bread. || from where it marciied to render service. || tleman from Indiana is entitled to address the 
am tired. I move that the Senate adjourn; and | Mr. BLISS. I object. [am opposed to the |} House for an hour, he having reported the bill 

I give notice that, from no spirit of discourtesy, |! whole land warrant system. || from the Committee on Public Lands. 

I shall refuse to withdraw the motion so as to Mr. TRIPPE. I move to suspend the rulesso || Mr. McQUEEN. Iam a member of the Com- 

prevent the power of reply. | as to enable the committee to be discharged. || mittee on Public Lands; and if I cannot be allowed 

| 


Mr. HUNTER. I hope we shall not adjourn. || Mr. BLISS. I call for tellers on that motion. || to make a statement, | object to that courtesy be- 





Let us get this bill out of committee. | ‘Tellers were not ordered. ing extended to the gentleman from Indiana. _ 
Mr. JOH#NSON, of Arkansas. I call the Sen- | The question was taken; and on a division The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indi- 
ator from Virginia to order. The motion is not there were—ayes 80, noes 39. ‘| ana having reported the bill, is entitled, under the 


debatable. So (two thirds voting in favor thereof) the rules | rules of the ee Meo the ae after the 
Mr. GREEN calle avs: '| were suspended. || previous question has been seconded. 

they were Silk. Prepon ae | The Committee Yn Public Lands were then dis- Mr. GIDDINGS., I rise to a question of or- 
Mr. DOOLITTLE. I desire to say that the || charged from the further consideration of the bill, der. There has been no limitation of debate upon 

Senator from Maine [Mr. Hamu] has paired || and Mr. Davis, of Indiana, reported the bill tothe | this bill, and I submit that the gentleman from 

off with the Senator from Alabama, lMe Cray.] |) House, the question being ** Shall the bill be en- Indiana is not entitled to an hour to close debate. 
The question being taken by yeas and nays, || grossed and read a third time ?”’ Phe rule doés not apply, unless the debate has 

resulted—yeas 22, nays 18; as follows: | Mr. TRIPPE. I will state in one word that || been limited. , 
YEAS.—Messrs. Broderick, Cameron, Chandler, Clark the only effect of this bill, which has been reported | The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the 

Collamer, Dixon, Doolittle, Douglas, Durkee, Fessenden, || from the Committee on Public Lands, is, that it | gentleman from Indiana has the right to address 

Poot, Foster, Harlan, Johnson of Arkansas, King, Pugh, | is not made necessary for the soldiers to have been || the House upon the bill. 

er Seward, Simmons, Trumbull, Wade, and Wil- ree are a service = the a ao in ||: ote ce nt hoes m4 act 
NAYS.— ' sas a. | order to entitle them to mileage. But all the other || of Congress, of the 14th of May, 1856, mileage 

ee ety Bream, Cingman, Davies Pian, litnitations and conditions of the act of March 14, || was allowed to officers and oohdiaké of the war of 

| 


| 
| 
| 
| 
} 
| 
| 
| 


Green, Gwin, Hunter, Iverson, Johnson of Tennessee, || 1 . d : 
—_ Polk, Reid, Rice, Smith, Stuart, Toombs, and Ward || 1856, are left as they were. Under the construc- | 1812, and other wars. In this connection, | ask 
ae | tion which has been given to the act of 1856, they || that a section of the present law be read. 

are not entitled to mileage unless they have been) The Clerk read the law, as follows: 


So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate | ; 
regularly mustered into the service. The inten- Sec. 7. 4nd be it further enacted, That, when any com 


adjourned. 
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pany, battalion, or regiment, in an organized form, marched 
more than twenty miles to the place where they were mus 

tered into the service of the United States,or were discharged 
more than twenty miles from the place where such com 

pany, battalion, or regiment was organized; in all such 
cases, in computing the length of service of the officers aud 
soldiers of any such company, battalion, or regiment, there 
shall be allowed one day for every twenty miles from the 
place where the company, battalion, or regiment Was organ- 
ized to the place where the same was mustered into the 
service of the United States; and also, one day fot every 
twenty miles from the place where such company, battalion, 
orregiment was discharged to the place where it was organ- 
ized, and from whence it marched to enter the service: 
Provided, Tinat such march was in obedience to the com 

mand or direction of the President of the United States, or 
some general officer of the United States commanding an 
army or department, or the chief executive officer of the 
State or Territory by which such company, battalion, or 
regiment was called into service. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. By the decision of 
the Commissioner of Pensions, these companies 
&c., are not, under that act, entitled to bounty 
land, unless they were actually mustered into the 
service of the United States. This bill changes 
that act in this,and this only: that if they ren- 
dered the service they are entitled to their mile- 
age, whether they were mustered into the service 
of the United States or not. That is the only 
change this bill contemplates in the act of 1856. 

Mr. McQUEEN. That is precisely my ob- 
jection to this bill. The law, as it exists, allows 
mileage to all those who have been mustered into 
the service. ‘This bill proposes to allow compu- 


tation of mileage to those who have never been | 


mustered into the service. And, sir, it does not 
specify the nature and character of service which 
a soldier shall have performed, or the evidence by 
which that service shall be established to entitle 
him to bounty land. Itthrows open a wild field 
of confusion as to services, That is my material 
objection to this bill; and it was the objection I 
pressed before the committee. 

What sort of service is specified in that bill? 
That acompany shall have shouldered their mus- 
kets and marched, or shall have fought a battle, 
or shall have once passed inspection, or shall have 
mustered and marched one hundred miles up a hill 
to turn round and march the hundred down again? 
There is no service specified in that bill; and 
here will be hundreds and thousands of soldiers 
who will come and claim bounty land under this 
bill. It will create more confusion in the Depart- 
ment in reference to bounty land laws than all 
the bills which have gone before it. There is no 
rule established by which the service, even if 
specified, shall be proved. Every company or- 
ganized,and that marched, can come in and make 
their fourteen days by the computation of mile- 
age under that bill. 

Mr. TRIPPE. There is a limitation as tothe 
character of service in that bill, and a limitation 
precisely like that of every bounty land law. It 
rs required that they shall have rendered service 
to the United States, in an organized form, and 
subject to the military laws of the United States. 

Mr. McQUEEN. The biil provides for the 
companies who have served; but specifies no ser- 
vice whatever. 

Mr. TRIPPE. Subject to the military laws of 
the United States. It is the precise service re- 
quired in every bounty land law. 

Mr. McQUEEN. I think that the system has 
been carried far enough. I think that it would 


be unwise to enlarge it by a bill which would 


create the confusion this will. 
Mr. CLA RK, of Missouri. 


siatement, 


I wish to make a 
‘The House will observe that this bill 
makes this change, under the bounty land act. 
Under the construction given to it by the Com- 
missioner of Pensions, the companies must be 
actually mustered into service. This bill provides 


that where they have rendered service under the | 


orders of a commanding officer, or the orders of 
a chief Executive of a State or Territory, ren- 


dered service in an embodied form, they are en- 


titled to bounty land, though the form of mustering 
in did not take place. That is the only difference. 
The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Mc- 
Queen] 1s, therefore, at fault, when he says it 
gives a greater latitude. It only gives bounty 
land to those under orders of a commanding offi- 
cer, or of an Executive of a State or Territory. 

Mr. McQUEEN. What character of service 
will entitle a soldier to bounty land, under this 
bill? 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. 


That he was or- 
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bounty land act, whether he was mustered in form 
or not. 

Mr. McQUEEN. Does not my friend know 
that the mustering in service was evidence of the 
service itself? : 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri I know from ex- 
perience in Missouri and Illinois, and in some of 
the Territories, that men are cut off from bounty 
land warrants who performed the same service as 
the men who have obtained them. 

Mr. BURNETT. I object to this farming out 
of the floor. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I desire to ask 
the gentleman from Indiana a question, so that I 
may understand the object of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ken- 
tucky objects to debate. 

Mr. BURNETT. I waive my objection fora 
moment. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I am not going 
to make any speech aboutit. The law, as it at 
present stands, grants bounty lands to all those 
who have been regularly mustered into service, 
and who served fourteen days, including one day 
for every twenty miles of travel going and return- 
ing, and who were subsequently paid by the Uni- 
ted States, whether they were called out and mus- 
tered into service by a State, a Territory, or by 
the United States. Now, the question that 1 wish 
to propound is, whether the object of this bill is 
to apply to all those who, in an organized form, 
marched more than twenty miles, and tendered 
their services, but were never mustered into ser- 
vice and never paid by the United States; and 
whether it places them on the same footing as 
those who rendered service ? 

Mr. TRIPPE. The bill does not do that. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. I have but a single 
word to say. This bill makes no change in the 
act of 1856, or in any other act of Congress on 
the subject of bounty lands, except this: that if 
a company was duly organized and marched a 
certain distance for the purpose of rendering ser- 
vice, and were ready to render service, although 
they might not be regularly mustered into service, 
they are to have bounty lands, thesame asif they 
had been mustered into the service of the United 
States. 

Mr. TRIPPE. And it requires that they should 
be paid by the United States. 

Mr. MOORE. If they marched twenty miles 
and abandoned the service and returned home, 
would they not be, under this bill, entitled to 
bounty lands? 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. I think not. That 
is my impression, and was the impression of the 
committee. 


Mr. MOORE. Well, I think they would. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. I think the bill ought | 


to pass, and without further argument. 

Mr. GARTRELL. Before the vote is taken, 
I desire to ask the gentleman from Indiana a 
question for information. | ask him whether the 
provisions of the bill will extend to companies 
that have not been mustered regularly into ser- 
vice, and that have never been paid either by the 
General or State government, and whether they | 
would be entitled to the benefits of this bill? 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. I do not understand 
that they would be. 

Mr. McQUEEN., Lunderstand that they would 
be. 

Mr. BURNETT. I must object to debate. 
The previous question has been seconded. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is exhausted. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. I desire to suggest an 
amendment to the gentleman from Indiana. 

The SPEAKER. No amendment is in order. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. The bill is not in an 
amendable state. It has passed that point. 

The question was taken on the passage of the 
bill; and it was decided in the afirmative—yeas 
108, nays 74; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Abbott, Adrain, Ahl, Anderson, An- 
drews, Arnold, Atkins, Avery, Bennett, Bishop, Blair, 
Bowie, Brayton, Bryan, Burlingame, Burnett, Burns, Qhaf- 
fee, Ezra Clark, Horace F. Clark, Jobn B. Clark, Clawson, 
Cockerill, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, James Craig, 


Curtis, Davidson, Davis of Maryland, Davis of Indiana, 
Davis of Massachusetts, Durfee, Edie, Edmundson, Farns- 


worth, Fenton, Florence, Foster, Gartrell, Gilman, Gilmer, | 


Gregg, Grover, Harris, Hatch, Hickman, Hill, Hodges, 
Hopkins, Howard, Hughes, Huyler, Jackson, Jewett, | 
Keim, Kellogg, Kelsey, Knapp, Lamar, Leidy, McKibbin, 
Mason, Matteson, Maynard, Montgomery, Morrill, Edward | 


dered into service, and performed it as under the || Joy Morris, Isaac N. Morris, Freeman H. Morse, Oliver A. | 


GLOBE. 


| Reilly, Ricaud, Roberts, Royce, Scott, Seward, A 


| English, Foley, Garnett, Giddings, Gillis, Goode 


| Letcher, Maclay, McQueen, McRae, Samuel 8. Marx 
| Miller, Millson, Moore, Morgan, Mott, Murray, Ojin, pa, 
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February 22, 
Morse, }Niblack, Palmer, Pettit, Phillips, Pike, Bervienes, 
aron 
— Sam- 
lappan, 
V “uce . 
: Irae} 
John 7. 


Shaw, Judson W. Sherman, Shorter, Robert Smith, 
ue} A. Sinith, James A. Stewart, William Stewart, 
Thompson, Trippe, Underwood, Vallandigham. 
Walbridge, Waldron, Walton, Ellibu B. Wastiburne 
Washburn, Watkins, Wilson, Wood, Woodson, 
Wright, and Zollicoffer—108. 

NAYS—Messrs. Barksdale, Billinghurst, Bingham, R}jc. 
Bonham, Boyce, Branch, Buffinton, Caskie, Cayayay, 
Clay, Cobb, John Cochrane, Corning, Davis of Mississi;,7; 


Davis of lowa, Dawes, Dean, Dimmick, Dodd, Dowdeyy" 
» Goodw a. 
Grow, Harlan, Horton, Houston, George W. Jones ? 


Jones, Jacob M. Kunkel, Lawrence, Leach, 


’ 
1ugh, 


» Owen 
Leiter, 
iall, 
ker, Pendleton, Peyton, William W. Phelps, Potter, Por), 
Powell, Reagan, Ritchie, Ruffin, Russell, Sandidge, Seajo.’ 
Henry M. Shaw, John Sherman, William Smith, Spinner, 
Stanton, George Taylor, Thayer, Tompkins, Wade, ( ad: 
walader C. Washburn, White, aud Wortendyke—74, 


During the vote, 
Mr. CURTIS stated that Mr. Cox was de. 


tained from the House by sickness. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, moved to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed; and algo 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILL. 


Mr. DAVIDSON, from the Committee on En- 
rolled bills, reported as correctly enrolled, an act 
(H. R. No. 251) to authorize the claimants jp 


|right of John Huertas to enter certain lands jy 








Florida; when the Speaker signed the same. 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, asked anid ob- 
tained Jeave to withdraw from the files of the 
House, the papers in the case of Robert Kirkham, 
for the purpose of having them sent to the De- 
partment. 

Mr. JENKINS asked and obtained leave to 
withdraw from the Committee on invalid Pen- 
sions the papers in the case of Michael Thorn, 


| for a similar purpose. 


RESOLUTIONS OF MAINE LEGISLATURE. 
Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine, by unanimous 


| consent, presented joint resolutions of the Legis- 


lature of the State of Maine, against an increase 
of postage; which were laid on the table, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


BOUNTY LAND TO PRIVATEERSMEN. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts. I move to 
reconsider the vote by which the bill (H. R. No. 
546) to amend the law granting land to soldiers 
and seamen, so as to include those engaged on 
board private armed vessels regularly commis- 
sioned by the United States, was referred to the 
Committee ofthe Whole on the state of the Union. 

The bill was read. It provides that each of the 
surviving Officers and crew employed on board of 
any private armed vessel of the United States, 


| acting under commission of letters of marque and 


reprisal, granted during any of the wars in which 
this country has been engaged, and who have not 


| heretofore received bounty land from the United 


States, shall be entitled to receive a certificate or 
warrant from the Department of the Interior, for 
one hundred and sixty acres of land; and that the 


| provisions of the second section of the act entitled 


** An act in addition to certain acts granting boun- 
ty land to certain officers and soldiers who have 
been engaged in the military service of the United 
States,’’ approved March 3, 1855, shall apply to 
the widows and minor children of persons enti- 
tled under this act; and that the fourth, fifth, and 
sixth sections of said act shall apply to the war- 
rants granted under this act, and to the registers 
and receivers of the land offices locating them. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts. I move the 
previous question on the motion to reconsider. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I move to lay the 
motion to reconsider upon the table. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts. I demand the 
yeas and nays on that motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. ' 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 90, nays 77; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Ahi, Anderson, Atkins, Avery, Barks- 
dale, Billinghurst, Bliss, Bonham, Bowie, Branch, Bryan, 
Burns, Caruthers, Caskie, Horace F. Clark, John B. Clark, 
Clay, Cobb, John Cochrane, Cockerill, James Craig, Craw- 
ford, Curry, Davis of Indiana, Dimmick, Dowdell, Edie, 
Edmundson, English, Faulkner, Foley, Garnett, Gartre!!, 
Giddings, Gillis, Harlan, Hickman, Hoard, Hodges, Lop- 
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ns, Horton, Houston, Jewett, George W. Jones, Owen 
_ Keitt, Jacob M. Kunkel, Lawrence, Leach, Leiter, 
r.M iv. MeQueen, Samuel 8. Marshall. Mason, 
Millson, Moore, Isaae N. Morris, Mott, Murray, 
yipiack, Pendleton, Peyton, Potter, Powell, Ready, Rea 
iitchie, Ruffin, Seales, Aaron Shaw, Henry M. Shaw, 
r, William Simith, Spinner, Stanton, Stevenson, Tal 
_ Mites Taylor, Underwood, Vance, Wade, Cadwalader 
¢. Washburn, Ellihu B. Washburne, Watkins, White, 
Wortendyke, Augustus R. Wright, and John V. Wright—90. 
NAYS—Messrs. Abbot, Adrain, Arnold, Bennet, Bing 
nam, Bishop, Blair, Brayton, Buffinton, Burlingame, Chat- 
_ Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Corning, Covode, Cragin, 
pavisef Massachusetts, Davis of Lowa, Dawes, Dean, Dick, 
nurfee, Farnsworth, Fenton, Florence, Foster, Gilmer, 
Goodwin, Hatch, Hawkins, Howard, Hughes, Huyler, 
Keim. Kelsey, Knapp, Lovejoy, Matteson, Morgan, Morrill, 
eiward Joy Morris, Freeman H. Morse, Oliver A. Morse, 
palmer, Parker, Pettit, William W. Phelps, Pike, Potile, 
purrianee, Ricaud, Robbins, Roberts, Royce, Russell, Sav- 
age. Scott, Seward, Johu Sherman, Judson W. Sherman, 
Robert Smith, Stephens, James A. Stewart, William Stew 
ut. Tappan, Thayer, ‘Bhompson, Tompkins, Trippe, Wat 
bridge, Walton, Ward, Israel Washburn, Wilson, Wood, 
and Zollicotier—77. 


h 


So the motion to reconsider was laid upon the 
tabie. 
During the call of the roll, 

Mr. DAVIDSON stated that he had paired off 
with Mr. Case. 

Mr. GILMAN stated that he had paired off 
with Mr. Sanpipce. 

Mr. DAVIDSON stated that Mr. Sanpincr 
had requested him to say that he [Mr. Sanpipce] 
had been called suddenly to one of the Depart- 


ments. 
JOINT RESOLUTIONS OF MICHIGAN. 


Mr. LEACH, by unanimous consent, pre- 
sented joint resolutions of the Legislature of the 
State of Michigan, against any increase in the 
rates of postage; which were laid upon the table, 
and ordered to be printed. 


POST OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. JI move that the 
rules be suspended, and that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, for the purpose of proceeding 
with the Post Office appropriation bill. 

Mr. BURNETT. I appeal to the gentleman 
from Missouri to withdraw that motion to enable 
me to have taken from the Speaker’s table a Sen- 
ate bill to incorporate the Washington Monument 
Society. There is no day more suitable for its 
consideration than this, and it will not take five 
minutes. 

Mr. HATCH. I hope the gentleman will al- 
low me to have taken up the Senate bill to pro- 
vide for the deepening of the channel over the St. 
Clair flats, in the State of Michigan. 

Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. I cannot with- 
draw my motion. 

Mr. BURNETT. Then I hope the House will 
vote it down? 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. It will be 
remembered by the House, that yesterday after- 
noon | obtained the floor and moved to suspend 
the rules for the purpose of taking upa bill. I 
gave way merely for the purpose of permitting 
the gentleman from Maine [| Mr. Assorr] to move 
to go into Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, with the implied understanding, at 
least, that 1 should have the floor this morning. 
lask for the yeas and nays on the motion of the 
gentleman from Missour1, and for tellers on the 
yeas and nays. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I ask for 
tellers on the question. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Boyce and 
CHAFFEE were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes 86, noes 57. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

The rules were accordingly suspended, and the 
House resolved itself into the Committee of the 


Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Hopkins | 


in the chair,) and resumed the consideration of 
the bill of the House (No. 872) making appro- 
priations for the service of the Post Office Depart- 
ment during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1860. 

The CHAIRMAN stated that the pending 
qossion was on the amendment offered yester- 
bly by Mr. Harcu to the following clause of the 
ill: 


‘* For mail-locks, keys, and stamps, $15,000.”’ 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr. HATCH. I modify my amendment, so 
as to read as follows: 


Provided, That all contracts for work, material, and pub 


lic serviee enumerated in Uns act shall be made with the 
person who shall offer to do or provide the same at lowe 
price, with adequate security Provided, That nothin 


, 
herein contained shall prevent the execution of any contract 
made under existing laws. 


The amendment was disagreed to. 

Mr. POTTER. I move to insert, at the end 
of the following clause: 

* For mail depredations and special agents, $75,000," 
this proviso: 

Provided, That no special agent shall receive more than 
$1,600 per annum, as compensation tor his services. 

Mr. Chairman, I wish to state, in reference to 
this amendment, that the highest amountallowed 
to special agents, according to the Blue Book, is 
$1,600 per annum; and yet Lam informed that in 
some instances as much as $5,000 has been paid to 
special agents. 

Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. I understood the 
gentleman from Wisconsin to say that salaries 
had been paid to special agents to the amount of 
$5,000. Did I understand him correctly ? 

Mr. POTTER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. If that is the case, 
I suggest to the gentleman that he should intro- 
duce a resolution of inquiry. I state what the sal- 
ary of the special agents of the Post Office De- 
partment is $1,600 per annum, and their traveling 
expenses, and these special agents, are engaged 
in ferreting out those who may commit depreda- 
tions upon the Post Office Department. These 
special agents are the police of the Department. If 
a robbery is committed on a mail route, or adep- 
redation is committed at a local office, special 
agents are sent by direction of the Post Office De- 
partment to investigate into the depredation or 
the robbery, and to endeavor to apprehend the 
person by whom the offense has been perpetrated ; 
and they are allowed a certain amount for their 
traveling expenses. 

Mr. POTTER. Iask the gentleman, if he is 
not aware that these special agents are allowed to 
travel free on all the railroads, steamboats, and 
stages in which the mail is carried ? 

Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. I was just coming 
to that. I have nothing to conceal. ‘The special 
mail agents of the Post Office Department, by 
virtue of their appointment, and by virtue of the 
contracts made by the Department with the vari- 
ous railroad, steamboat, and stage companies, for 
carrying the mails, are entitled to travel by any 
of these different modes of conveyance with the 
mail contractors, free of any charge for transpor- 
tation; but, sir, bills for expenses are inthe mean- 
while accruing on the way. In consideration of 
these expenses, it has been the practice of the 
Post Office Department, for the last fifteen years, 
to allow these special mail agents two dollars per 
day for their personal expenses. They are often 
required to travel over routes where there are no 
public conveyances, and whatever amounts are 
necessary to cover their necessary expenditures 
have been paid out of this appropriation, in addi- 
tion to the salary of the special agents, which 
is only $1,600 per annum. I assert that the Post- 
master General is authorized to allow the special 
agents two dollars per day each, for their per- 
sonal expenses, and to enable them to obtain pri- 
vate conveyances of travel whenever they are 
needed, 

in consequence of the extended operations of 
the Post Otfice Department, the expenses under 
this head have a little increased, but they have 
not much increased. I hold in my hand a tabu- 
lar statement showing the amount of expenditures 
under this head, since 1855, which is as follows: 


Mail depredations 


Periods. and spectal agents. 
NG 5S S53 kdb Ji Lae Ste Mad $64,453 52 
oT ee Binadeas ante eer 63,501 77 
lab essen ese pee ame dyhied da s0 ae aie 65,228 25 
Bo 6 0066 seccce secs To pandas Ureence ss Rae 73,527 U1 


J also remark to the committee that when a 
person has been apprehended, charged with an 
offense against the Post Office Department, the 
expense Of his removal, of his preliminary exam- 
ination before a magistrate or commissioner, 18 
paid also out of this appropriation. There are at 
present, I think, about thirty persons employed 
by the Post Office Department, as special agents 


, who are alloweda salary of $1,600 each, amolint- 
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Ing in the aggregate'to about forty-eight thousand 
dollars. The balance of the appropriation is paid 


for traveling and personal expenses of these spe- 
cial agents, and for the appre hension of offenders 
and bringing them to trial. I think the amend- 
ment of the gentleman is wrong, and I hope it 
will be rejected. 

Mr. POTTER. I would suggest to the gen- 
tleman that this appropriation is simply for pay- 
ing the salaries of these special agents. There 
is nothing in it about traveling expenses. 

Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. All the expenses 
of the special agents are paid out of this appropri- 
ation, and, if the statement of the gentleman be 
correct, then the amendment of the gentleman is 
unnecessary, for the law now restricts the sala- 
ries to sl 600 each. 

Mr. POTTER. Then my amendment will do 
no harm; and I think it will stop many of the 
abuses which now exist. 

Mr. Porrer’s amendment was disagreed to— 
ayes 64, noes 65. 

Mr. ABBOTT. I wish to offer an amendment 
in line twenty-six, by striking out * $200,000’’ 
and inserting ‘* $50,000;’’ so that the clause as 
amended would read, ‘* for miscellaneous pay- 
ments, $50,000.’’ Ido this, Mr, Chairman, for 
the purpose of correcting what L believe to be a 
great abuse in the expenditure of the Govern- 
ment. Appropriations for miscellaneous pur- 
poses are, to a certain extent, absolutely neces- 
sary. ‘That we all agree to. Appropriations 
made for miscellaneous purposes are made for the 
purpose of covering certain expenses which are 
too small to be named specifically. All the items 
of expenditures sufliciently large to be named 
#pecifically, are, or should be, made the subject 
of specific appropriauvions. 

Now, sir, to show the history of these appro- 
priations of the Government for miscellaneous 
ispurposes, I find that, for the year 1800, the 
amount of appropriations for miscellaneous pur- 
poses was only about three hundred thousand dol- 
lars. In 1810, | find they were $500,000. I find 
that, in 1830, the amount of appropriations for 
miscellaneous purposes was between one and two 
million dollars. I find that, for the year 1837-38, 
the miscellaneous purposes amounted to almost 
nineteen million dollars. Now, I believe this to 
be a great abuse. We complain on both sides of 
the louse of the immense expenditure of the 
Government; but do we do anything to prevent 
it? I believe that $200,000 is an unreasonable 
amount for miscellaneous purposes in this bill. 
[ think $50,000 is sufficient; and I hope my 
amendment will be adopted. In 1830, under Jack- 
son’s administration, which we all believe was 
a good one, the whole expenditures of the Gov- 
ernment were only $13,000,000. 

Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. I desire, right 
there, to propound an inquiry to the gentleman 
from Maine. He objects to these miscellaneous 
items as being too great, and he says that he 
wishes to check them. Now, let me ask him 
whether he thinks it was right and expedient to 
erect the custom-houses in Maine, which have 
been erected within the last three or four years? 

Mr. ABBOTT. I believe that it is right to 
build custom-houses in the State of Maine, and 
to appropriate a sufficient sum for that purpose ; 
but | do not believe in the erection of custom- 
houses like that at New Orleans, to the tune of 
$3,000,000. 

Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. These custom- 
houses are a part of the miscellaneous items. 

Mr. ABBOTT. | believe in erecting all the ne- 
cessary buildings for the uses of the Government, 
but I do not believe in expending $19,000,000 an- 
nually, for unspecified miscellaneous purposes. [ 
believe in no such practice. I want to know where 
the money goes to. It is all taken out of the 
Treasury; every dollar of last year’s appropri- 
ation is gone, and yet nota man knows where 
it has gone, except the Government officials. 
Nineteen million dollars is asked for miscellane- 
ous items; $6,000,000 more than the entire ex- 
penses of Jackson’s administration in 1830. 
| Now, sir, as a member of this House, I ask 
whether this thing is right? Gentlemen make no 
objection to these miscellaneous items; but they 
are sure to object to small items, where the object 
is specified. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 


i) Mr.CRAWFORD. I risé to oppose the amend- 
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ment of the gentleman from Maine, reducing the 
appropriation to $50,000. If that reduction be 
agreed to, it will givean amount not sufficient for 
the objec tin view. On inquiry at the Post Office 
1 ascertained the purposes tor which this $200,000 
are desioned. The largest item is forthe rent of 
post offices, for the fitting up of offices connected 
with custom-houses, and for repairs of offices held 
on leases by the Government. The next most 
considerable item is for fuel and lights in the post 
offices. Then, this appropriation 1s for station- 
ery, and all other expenses incident to the carry- 
ing on of the business of post offices, including 
porterage, priuting notices of mail arrangements, 
cleaning offices, &e. 

There are other expenses charged to this mis- 
cellaneous All postmasters, whose com- 
pensation is less than filly dojlarsa year, are per- 
mitted to procure sealing wax, wrapping paper, 
and twine, forthe use of their offices, provided the 
net proceeds of the office exceed twenty dollars a 
year, whose commissions exceed 
fifty dollars a year, are required to obtain those 
articles from the agencies for their distribution. 
Wrapping paper, sealing wax,and twine, are pro- 
cured by the Department under contracts, let, 
after advertiseypent, to the lowest bidder, and sup- 
plied to the several agencies constituted for their 
distribution. Payments to these contractors are 
made out of revenue, and charged under the head 
of wrapping paper. All law expenses attending 
the collection of debts due the Department, such 
as the fees of United States attorneys, marshals, 
and clerks of courts, are charged to this item. 
To this account are also charged the necessary 
expenses incurred by postmasters, who are often 
required to collect drafts drawn upon postmasterse 
residing ata distance. Balances for weighing let- 
ters in the post oflice, and the cost of the drafts 
and warrants issued by the Department and the 
Auditor’s Office, in payment of debts, are also” 
charged to that item. 





item. 


> : “< 
Postmasters, 


The expenditures under this item, were, in 
1855, $168,011 29; in 1856, $200,080 40; in 1857, 
$189,107 99; and in 1858, $193,544 02. Fifty 
thousand dollars, then, it will be seen, will not be 
sufficient for the purpose. [ am informed that 
the whole of the $200,000 will be required for the 
next fiscal year. ‘Therefore, | hope that the com- 
mittee will vote down the amendment. 

Mr. SPINNER. I move the following pro- 
viso; which will, I think, relieve the objection of 
the gentleman from Maine, without reducing the 
amount of the appropriation: 

Provided, That it shall be the duty of the Postmaster Gen- 
eral to furnish to Congress, on the first Monday of December 
next,and of each and every yearthereafter, a detailed state 
ment of the expenditures made under the head of miscella- 
neous payments; and thatut shail net be lawtul to use any 
of the money hereby appropriated for the defense of suits 
brought against officers of the Post Office Department for 
maifeasanee, misteasance, or nonfeasance in oflice, or for 


acts committed by them under color of law in derogation of 
the mghts of ciuzens. 


Mr. CRAWFORD. I understand that the cen- 
tleman does not propose to reduce the amountof 
the appropriation; and therefore, | have no objec- 
tion to his amendment. 

The quesuon was taken; and Mr. Assorr’s 
amendment was rejected. 

The amendment of Mr. Spryner was agreed to. 

Mr. POTTER. 


lowing: 


I move to strike out the fol- 


For publishing a new edition of the Post Office laws and 
regulations, and a liet of post offices, $15,000. 


The edition that was published by Mr. Rives, 
was published at an expense of $10,000; and | 
understand that Mr. Rives paid one of the clerks 
of the Department, for the original manuscript 
copy, $2,500. lt seems to me that this expense 
is entirely unnecessary, and is only calculated to 
afford another job for some clerk in the Post Office 
Department. | wish to have two letters read, one 
from the Postmaster General, and the other from 
the Auditor of the Post Office Department. 

Mr. SPINNER. I desire to say that the Post- 
master General has stated that this edition is not 
official; and it is very desirable that there shall 
be an official edition, so that it can be used as 
evidence in suits, 

Mr. POTTER. This edition is so far official 
that the Postmaster General has used and circu- 
lated them as an official document. 


Mr. SPINNER. He says in his letter to the || 


_THE CON 


Senate that there has been no strictly official list 
of the post offices published for several years. 
Mr. POTTER. 1 ask for the reading of the 
letters that I send to the Clerk’s desk. 
The letters were read, as foilows: 
Post Orrice Department, June 12, 1858. 
Str: In answer to the resolution of the Senate, of June 


11, 1858, f have the honor to state, that the books (List of || 


Post Offices, &e., 1. e. ** List of Post Offices, and Regula- 
tions of the Post Office Department, compiled by D. D. T. 
Leech, of the Post Office Department’’) referred to in my 
answer to the Senate resolution of the 27th ultimo, were 
purchased by order of the Postmaster General, from time 
to time, under authority conferred upon bim by law to con- 
duct the affairs and regulate the expenses of the Depart- 
ment, and were paid for out of the appropriation for ‘* mis 
cellaneous expenses,” for the years 1856, 1857. and 1858. 

These books were purchased and distributed by the De 
partment to its agents and postmasters, not so much on 
account of the regulations contained in them as for the list 
of post offices, Which had been corrected up to a short time 
previous to their publication. To enable postmasters and 
agents of the Department to perform their duues promptly 
and correctly, it has been found necessary, on account of 
the constant additions and changes therein, to supply them 
with the corrected lists of the post offices; and these lists 
would have been of nearly the same value to the Depart- 
ment without the regulations. 

As explained in my communication to the Senate of 
June 3, they were procured of individuals, not only for the 
reasons above mentioned, but because no appropriation had 
been made forthe publication of such a manual under the 
supervision and authority of the Department, and this was 
the most economical mode of supplying the deficiency 
Moreover, from an examination of the regulations therein, 
it Was believed that they were generally correct copies of 
the official regulations of the Department. 

I herewith transmit a copy of the last official edition 
(1852) of the regulations of the Department, marked A, to- 


gether with printed circulars, marked B and C, which, it is | 


believed, contain all the principal regulations now in use 
for the guide and government of postmasters in the dis- 
charge of their duties. Many of the circular regulations 
have been adopted since the publication of said book of laws 
and regulations, (of 1852.) 

| also transmit a copy of a letter from the Auditor of the 
rreasury for the Post Office Department, showing the 
amounts paid, and to whom, for said list of pust offices, 
&e. I have the honor to be, &e., 

AARON V. BROWN. 


Hon. Joun C. Breckinripee, President of the United 
States Senate. 


, 


Avpiror’s OFFIce, 
Post Orrice DeraRTMENT, June 11, 1858. 
Sir: In compliance with your request, I have the honor 
toreport that the following suis have been audited and paid 
out of the appropriations for ** miscellaneous items,”’ for the 
fiscal years ending June 30, 1856, 1857, and 1858. 


May 8, 1856. J. Shillington for four thousand five hundred 


and fifty copies of * Lists of post offices and reguiations,”’ || 


at twenty five cents each, per order of James Campbell, 

Postmaster General.......... -. $1,137 50 
November 18th. J. Shillington, for two thousand 

copies...- ee eeee nee 


eesecos wevecccceecceces voce 500 00 


Amount paid J. Shillington......+scececeeeeeees $1,637 50 








Oct. 8, 1857. Paid John C. Rives for fourteen thousand 
seven hundred copies of the list of post offices, &c., at 


Ey CE ss dank nncbec exons asec coces> $4,410 10 | 


October 27, 1857. Amount paid John C. Rives for 
fourteen thousand eight hundred and fifty 
copies, at thirty Cents each...... ccecccccsees 

One hundred copies printed on superfine paper, 
and bound with morocco backs and corners, at 
seventy-five COMts CACH...0.scvescce cescseces 

Three hundred and fifty copies printed on super- 
fine paper and bound in muslin, at forty-seven 
CONES CACH....cccvcces 


4,455 00 
75 00 


ORR eee eee 


Anvount paid to John C, Rives.......cceeeree eee eG9, 104 50 


Respectfully, THOS. M. TATE, Auditor. 
Hon. A. V. Brown, Postmaster General. 


Mr. POTTER. fask the attention of the com- 


mittee to the fact that the manuscript copy of this | 


edition was prepared by a clerk of the Post Office 
Department, for which Mr. Rives paid him 
$2,500. I also ask attention to the fact that that 
edition contains all the reeent rules and regula- 
tions of the Post Office Department. The appro- 
priation that is now asked is only intended to 
afford another job for some clerk in the Post Office 
Department; and I should like to see how gentle- 
men on the other side of the House, who profess 
to be in favor of retrenchment and reform, will 
vote on this question. 

Mr. SPINNER. I have a previso which I 
think will obviate this difficulty. I think if the 


| gentleman from Wisconsin will hear it read, he 


will withdraw his amendment. 
Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. 
sity at this time for a new list of the post offices | 
of the United States, as well as for a publication | 
of the laws and regulations. I was aware that, 
two or three years ago, a list of the post offices | 


of the United States was prepared by a clerk in | 


the Post Office Department, and published by 


(GRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


164 50 || 


| 
There isa neces- i amendment is in order. 
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| Mr. Rives; and that the Department procured a 

number of copies from the publisher, which were 

distributed throughout the Union. ‘That compi- 

lation was made and published in 1857. Atthat 

time there were only twenty-five thousand post 

, offices in the United States. Now there are 

nearly twenty-nine thousand. I am only aston. 

| ished that the gentleman from Wisconsin, a State 

| in which the post offices have greatly increased 

/in number within the last two years, should 

rise in his place and say that the post office reg. 

| ister published three years ago gives information 
| of all the post offices in his own State. 

Mr. POTTER. I ask the gentleman whether 

| this very list does not contain the additional post 
offices established since the publication of this 
| edition? 
Mr. PHELPS, of Missoury There is a list of 
new post offices appended to it; and the only rea- 
son for the course pursued by the gentleman from 
Wisconsin is to make provision for a job in an- 
other direction; in other words, it is to keep up 
| this old register, with the addenda of new post 
| offices. I desire to see a perfect list of the post 
| Offices at the commencement of the next fiscal 

year, and this appropriation is to permit it to be 
made. It is needed for distribution among the 
| post offices of the United States; and there are 
| none to be had, unless we republish the old one, 
| which is imperfect and defective. Therefore, the 
Committee of Ways and Means deemed it expe- 
| dient to recommend this appropriation to be made 
| for the purpose of publishing a new post office 
| register, together with the laws and regulations 
|| appertaining to the government of the Post Office 

Department. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I should like to ask the 
| gentleman from Missouri whether it is proposed 
| to publish this under the direction of the Post 
| Office Department, or is it to be let out as a job? 

Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. It is proposed to 
| be published unfer the direction of the Post Office 
|| Department itself. The Postmaster General, in 
| submitting his annual estimates, says: 

** No strictly official list of post offices and body of laws 
and instructions to postmasters, having been published for 
several years, and such a book being absolutely necessary 
for the proper administration of the post offices, [ respect- 
fully recommend that a sum, not exceeding $15,000, be ap- 
|| propriated for that purpose. It is proposed to procure an 
| edition of not less than thirty five thousand copies, as it 
will require over twenty-eight thousand to supply the post 
offices now established, leaving the remainder for the sup- 
| ply of new offices, and for Congress, and the Executive De- 
|| partments.’? 

‘| Mr. SPINNER. I offer my amendment asa 
| proviso to the amendment offered by the gentle- 
| from Wisconsin. 

| The proviso was read, as follows: 

Provided, That the Postmaster General shall cause said 
new edition to be prepared by the regular force of his office, 
without any allowance for extra service ; that he shall cer- 
tify the same to be official ; and shall give the contract for 
its publication to the lowest bidder. 


Mr. SPINNER. I am willing to leave the 
|| amountas itis. Although, at twenty-five cents 
a copy, $7,000 would nearly pay for thirty-five 
thousand copies, still, with the proviso, I am will- 
ing to leave the amount at $15,000. I have a rea- 
son for offering this amendment. I have ascer- 
tained that a clerk in the Post Office Department 
has charged $2,500 for getting up this book, in 
addition to his regular pay. 

Mr. MORGAN. I know that the work has 
|| not been done inthe regular office hours, but out 

of office hours. 
| Mr. SPINNER. I wish to state here, on my 
| responsibility as a member of this House, that I 
| have ascertained the fact that the book has here- 


| tofore been published at twenty-five cents a vol- 
| ume, 
1 Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. I rise to a ques- 
tion of order. The amendment of the gentleman 
from New York is not in order, for it changes the 
| existing law, which provides that the depart- 
| mental printing shall E 
| one or the other branch of Congress, as may be 
| designated by the head of the Department. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the 
The 8Ist rule simply 
| provides that no appropriation shall be made, ex- 
cept by authority of law. 

Mr. SPINNER. I desire to make another 
| statement. Whenever suits are brought, these 
| books cannot be used as evidence; and the Post- 
' masterGeneral has disavowed them, and says they 
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are not official. I desire, by my amendment, to | 
make provision that they can be used as evidence 
erginst the Department, and in favor of the peo- 
wie. Lask for tellers on my amendment. 


‘Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Davis, of 
Mississipp!, and Burrinron were appointed. 
~ The committee divided; and the tellers reported 
—aves 76, noes 44. 

So the amendment was agreed to. | 


Mr. LETCHER. I would suggest to the gen- 
tleman from New York that he should insert in | 
his amendment, between the word * lowest’? and 
the word ** bidder,” the word * responsible.” 

Mr. SPINNER. 1 have no objection to that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment has al- 
ready been adopted, and the modification could || 
only be made by unanimous consent. i 

Mr. GARNETP. 1 offer the following as an 1 
additional section, to come in at the end of the | 
first section: 

wind be it further enacted, That the Postmaster General 4 
sail not expend for the purposes named tn the first section 
more than the sums severally appropriated therein, nor shall 
it be lawful for him to contract tor any expenditures for the | 
service of the next fiscal year in excess of the appropriations 
made forthe same. } 

[think that amendment will sufficiently explain 
its own object. It is to restore the Post Office 
Department to the control of the legislative branch 
of this Government. It is to prevent one of the 
Executive Departments from seizing bodily upon 
the whole Treasury of the United States, and ex- 
hausting it without authority of law. The Post | 
Office Department, formerly a self-sustaining De- 
partment, has risen in seven years from a demand 
upon the Treasury of $1,000,000 to between 
six and seven million dollars per annum. It 
spends not only all its own revenue, but between 
six and seven million dollars in addition. This 
charge upon the Treasury has grown at the rate 
of $1,000,000 a year, and there is no telling where 
it will stop. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I desire to ask the gen- 
tleman from Virginia if the Postmaster General 
has entered into any contract for mail service 
which was not authorized by law? 

Mr. GARNETT. Under the practice now, 
there is no limit whatever upon the discretion of 
the Postmaster General. As we all know, the 
post route bills which annually pass are matter 
of form, and contain every route which any mem- 
ber may suggest. The proposition which was || 
made to constitute every road in the country a || 
post route did not pass this House, but that will |} 
be the end of the present system, and the conse- || 
quence will be that the Postmaster General may, || 
at any time, at his own discretion, extend the 
mail service of the country as far as he may 
please, imposing, by every addition to the mail 
service, an adgitional burden apon the tax-payers 
of the country. Since the establishment of the 
present rates of postage, the Post Office deficiency 
has gone on regularly and rapidly to increase, and 
in six years more I suppose it will be more than 
twelve million dollars; and so it will go on, until 
it will have made the ‘Treasury itself bankrupt. | 

I do not charge the present Postmaster Gen- | 

eral, or any former Postmaster General, with im- 
proper conduct, though, by the way, the present 
Postmaster General, in his report, asks Congress 
to prohibit him from doing whathe says the law, || 
as it now stands, does not permit him to do. But, 
sir, the Postmaster General, under the existing 
law, has the authority to increase the mail service 
of the country until it shall have absorbed the 
whole revenues of the country. Whatever may 
he the views of gentlemen here, as to the Post 
Office Department becoming a self-sustaining De- 
partment, I think every gentleman willagree with 
me, that none of the Executive Departments 
should be allowed to go on without restraint from 
the legislative power of the Government, and ab- 
sorb the entire revenues of the Government. I 
desire that he shall be confined, in his contracts 
for mail service, to the appropriations made by 
Congress. 

Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. J desire to ask 
the gentleman from Virginia, whether he desires 
to prevent the Postmaster General from placing 
mail service upon any one of the post routes 
which are contained in the post route bill, which 
‘as passed this House during the present session ? 

Mr. GARNETT. Under the present law, the | 
Postmaster General has the right to plaecé mail 
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service upon any route he may think proper; 
what,I wish to accomplish, and what my amend- 
ment is designed to accomplish, is to confine the 


Service to the appropriations which are made. 


Make, if you choose, the appropriations direct 
from the Treasury to meet the deficiencies in the 


| revenues of the Department to the amount of 
| five or ten million dollars, or whatever you think 

| proper, but confine the expenditures of the De- 

| partment to the amount appropriated. 


Mr. BARKSDALE. 


The gentleman, in the 


| latter portion of his remarks, withdrew the charge 
| which I understood him to make in the com- 
| mencement of his speech, that the Postmaster 


NAL GLOBE. 


General, in extending the mail service beyond | 


the amount of revenue appropriated, had acted in 


violation of the law. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the Post Office Depart- 
ment is a tax upon the people of this country; 
and how has it been made so? Has it been made 
so by the action of the Postmaster General, or is 
Congress not responsible for it? I undertake to 
say that the postal service of the country, in not 
one single instance, has been increased by the 
Postmaster General, except by authority of law, 
or upon application by some member of this or 


And, sir, l say | 


further, that he has been right in increasing this | 
service, particularly in the southern and western | 


country. 


: : | 
Heretofore, the eastern and middle | 


States have monopolized the postal service of the 
country, to a great extent; but, sir, with that en- | 


lightened liberality which has characterized the 


| present head of the Post Office Department, those 


mail facilities have been extended to the West and 
South. He is entitled to the thanks of those sec- 
tions of the country for the increased mail facil- 
ities he has given them, 

But the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Gar- 


| NETT] says, the Post Office Department is a tax 
| upon the people, Whois responsible for it? Isthe 
| Department or Congress responsible for it? And 
| how is the evil to be remedied? The Postmaster 


General or the Post Office Department cannot rem- 


| edy it; Congress alone can remedy it. And how? 


3y enabling the Post Office Department to sustain 


| itself by increasing the rate of postage on letters 


from three to five cents; by abolishing-the frank- 


| ing privilege; and by cutting off the ocean mail 


steamer service; by Which your Treasury is an- 
nually drained of millions of dollars, with no cor- 
responding benefits. Itis the duty of the Post- 


master General to execute the laws passed by | 


Congress; and I undertake to say he will do it. 
One word more in relation to the present Post- 
master General. I say that the administration of 
that Department has been more ably and more 
efficiently conducted than ever before. He has 
inspired new life and vigor into the Department, 


| and extended its blessingsintocommunities which 
| have heretofore been utterly neglected and desti- 


tute of mail facilities. 
Mr. SICKLES. I move to amend the amend- 
ment by striking out the latter clause. 


1 have no doubt the adoption of this amend- |, 
|} ment will be beneficial not only to the public 
| service, but that it will be a welcome relief to the 
| Postmaster General. 


1 cannot imagine that, in 
any possible sense, it can be regarded as offen- 


| sive to the Department. 


Mr.GARNETT. I desire to say, that I never 


| meant it as offensive; that I never made such a 


charge; and, therefore, that I had nothing to re- 
tract. 

Mr. SEWARD. I rise toa question of order. 
The gentleman from New York is not speaking 
to his amendment. 

Mr. SICKLES. Iam supporting my amend- 
ment; and if the gentleman will listen to the end 
of my five minutes, he will see the relevancy of 
my remarks. 

Mr. SEWARD. 

Mr. SICKLES. 


I will wait. 


I say, Mr. Chairman, that | 


the adoption of the amendment of the gentleman | 


from Virginia, will relieve the Postmaster Gen- 


ties for increased mail services. It will enable 
him to say to those applying for such service, that 
the amotnt of money at the disposal of the De- 
partment has been positively limited by law. 
Mr. SEWARD. 
the gentleman’s speech has to his amendment. 
Mr. SICKLES. I hope these interruptions 
will not be taken out of my time. 


| eral from constant and embarrassing importuni- | 


1 do not see what relevancy || 








to say that the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
BarkspAce] is mistaken in saying that the defi- 
ciency in the Post Ofice Department grows out of 
the support of the ocean mail steamer service. 
The ocean lines now runsing from New York to 
Europe perform the service for postages alone. 

Mr. SEWARD. | insist on the point of order 
that the gentleman does not confine his remarks 
to the pending amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. According to the practice 
in the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, the Chair thinks that the gentleman’s re- 
marks are in order, 

Mr. SEWARD. 
rule. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that 
the gentleman’s remarks are in order. 

Mr. SICKLES. | am replying legitimately to 
the remarks made by the gentleman from Mis- 
SiSsippi. 

Mr. Chairman, these complaints in regard to 
the service, which proceed, more or less, from 
New York, by ocean or otherwise, come, I think, 
with an ill grace from gentlemen representing less 
populous portions of the country; for the inequal- 
ity of taxation for postal services presses harder 
upon New York than upon any other State in the 
Union. If the service were to be made self-sus- 
taining upon equitable principles, the postage for 
the State of New York could not exceed oue cent 
per letter. But the gentleman himself must admit 
that the benefits which he describes so eloquently 
as having been conferred upon the West and the 
Southwest, constitute that very service which 
breaks down the Department, and renders neces- 
sary an increase of postage to five cents a letter; 


Not under the five minutes 


}and this increase my constituents will have to 

| pay for service rendered to the constituents of the 

' gentleman from Mississippi, and of other gentle- 

gen who are foremost in assailing appropriations 
( 


yr ocean service. I do not complain of this; but 
I insist, that when we submit without a murmur 
to this unequal taxation, cemplaints of the New 
York service, which is self-sustaining in the ag- 
gregate, come with an exceedingly ill grace from 
gentlemen representing constituencies whose post- 
al service is a heavy burden on the Treasury. If 
it be the pleasure of the House, | will withdraw 
my amendment. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. 
an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. A further amendment is 
not now in order. 


Mr. PHILLIPS. 


I wish to move 


I rise to a question of order, 


| | submit that the amendment is not in order. 


Mr. GARNETT. 
too late. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. I make this point of order: 
this isa bill making appropriations for services 
of the Post Office Department, and it appropriates 
the revenues of that Department - in conform- 
ity with the provisions of the act of 1836. Now, 
the amendment is not germane, for it looks to the 
approbation of contracts, and to expenditures of 
money other than those arising out of the reve- 
nues of the Department. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the 
point of order is not well taken. He is of the 
opinion that this committee may adopt any rule 
which does not make any expenditure not author- 
ized by law. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. I desire now to 
make some remarks in reply to the gentlemen 
from New York. This amendment is evidently 
intended to deny to the Postmaster General the 
right to put into operation the routes established 
at this session of Congress. Now,I should like 
to know if it is consistent in Congresy to estab- 
lish certain mail routes, with a view of extend- 
ing mail facilities, and then to deny to the Post- 
master General the right to put these routes into 
operation? The gentleman from Virginia has all 
the routes that he desires. His is an old State. 
if he has all the facilities for mail transportation 
that he wants, it isgilliberal to deny it to others. 
And so it is with the gentleman from New York, 
He has all the facilities that his State requires. 

Mr. SICKLES. Not at all. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. It is exceedingly 
illiberal with those gentlemen to refuse to allow 
to the new States just being admitted into the 
Union, ahd those which have not yet been settled 
up, the same facilities of mail transportation which 


The point of order comes 


I desire now || they have themselves obtained. 
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The gentleman from New York says that his 
State pays more to the Post Office Department 
than she costs to that Department. I deny that 
proposition emphatically; and I say that he can- 
not prove it by a ré fi rence to the re cords, This 
is true of the State of New York in the exhibit 
which she makes in her payments. She has the 
benefit of all that is received at New York through 
the ocean mail steamers, amounting to perhapsa 
million dollars. 

Mr. SICKLES. All that is paid for the ocean 
mail service, and nothing more. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. That State gets 
the benefit of about one million dollars from for- 
eign postages, received at New York. Much of 
this mail matter is intended for Mississippi, for 
Georgia, and for indeed all the States of the Union, 
the postage on which is collected at New York, 
and credit is given to that State. In addition to 
that, it is known that a Jarge number of persons 
who are in the habit of sending letters to Europe, 
firet send them to merchants and agents in New 
York, who mail them, and the postage is paid in 
that city. Now, if it were nota fact that the city 
of New York isa great commercial point, and that 
communication between it and Europe is more 
direct than from any other portion of this coun- 
try, those letters would not be mailed there, nor 
would that city be entitled to the benefit of the 
postage received from them. I state now, and I 
state itupon authority which cannot be shown to 
be incorrect, that taking the real postage of New 
York, after paying her postal service, she is a 
charge upon the Government as much as any State 
in this Union; unless, probably, some new State, 
such as Oregon or California. 

{Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. SICKLES withdrew his amendment. 

Mr.SEWARD. I move to amend the amend- 
ment of the genteman from Virginia, by adding 
the following proviso: 


nd provided further, That the said sum so appropriated 
shall be expended equally among the several States for 
mail service. 

I offer that amendment to demonstrate, as I 
think L shall, the utter folly of the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Virginia, and its 
utter impracticability. The gentleman knows as 
well as [ do, that all the mail routes of the coun- 
try are advertised, and bids sent to the Post Of- 
fice Department for the various routes proposed. 
Now, under the system proposed, the Postmas- 
ter General would have to ascertain whether the 
service could be performed with the appropriation. 
If it could not, he would have to dispense with 
some of the routes and continue others; and the 
responsibility would be thrown on the Postmas- 
ter General to determine what routes should be 
continued and what discontinued. If he has got 
to do that, then, to get him out of that difficulty, 
I propose that the money shall be spentequally in 
all the States. 

Now, in regard to making the Post Office De- 
vartment self-sustaining, I think it is all a farce. 
fi eannot be done from the postages, and if it 
could be, I, as a southern man, am opposed to it. 
Take my own district as an illustration: There 
are twenty-eight counties in my district, a large 
portion of which are sparsely settled. If the peo- 
ple of my district were depending for their mail 
service to the extent ofthe postage they pay, there 


are sixteen counties in my district where the peo- | 


ple would not hear from Washington city as long 
as the world lasts; an@ I want them to hear from 
me occasionally. One of the troubles in the way 
of the expenses of our mail system grows out of 
the fact that mails are carried from New York to 
New Orleans in bulk; while trains run daily for 
the distribution of the local mails. 

Now, if these through trains be dispensed with, 
and leave the mails to be distributed by the local 
trains, one half of the expense would be saved. 
‘That is the trouble all through the country, that 
we have double service, and that the people of 
the southern and western States have to contrib- 
ute to foster and protect the interests of the 
commercial men of New York; because it is for 
the benefit of the commercial men of New York, 
New Orleans, St. Louis, Cincinnati, and the other 
large cities. No gentleman can deny that. Then, 
I say, leave the postage as it is, and strike down 
the double service throughout the country, which 
is got up for the benefit of commercial men, at 
the expense of the agriculturists of the country. 


_man let me correct him in one particular? 


In addition to this I propose, if I can get the 
floor again, to offer an amendment, abolishing 
the franking privilege. There is a great deal of 
clamor about making the Post Office Department 
pay its own expenses. There is, in my opinion, 
no blessing connected with this Government so 
great as the blessings flowing from our postal ser- 
vice. It benefits all the people equally, and is 
the only thing which does work equally. And 
yet gentlemen talk about making ita self-sustain- 
ing machine. If the attempt was made, the South 
would get no mail facilities. I am, therefore, op- 
pose d to it. 

I now withdraw my amendment. 


Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I propose to amend 
the amendment by striking out the word ** more,” 
and inserting, in lieu thereof, the word ** less;’’ 


so that the amendment will read: 

That the Postmaster General shall not expend, for the 
purpose named in the first section, less than the sums sev- 
erally appropriated. 

This alteration, Mr. Chairman, signifies my 
unqualified judgment respecting the proposition 
of the gentleman from Virginia. I am not one 
who believes that the postal service should be cut 
down or retrenched in that direction. I am of 
the opinion that this Department of the Govern- 
ment should not be—as, in any political or eco- 
nomical sense, it cannot be—a self-sustaining De- 
partment. It will be the first time in the history 
of commercial nations, for the postal facilities of 
a country to be announced as under the obliga- 
tion of self-support. The post office is but the 
implement, the precursor, of commerce itself; and 
commerce depends upon, and is regulated pre- 


cisely by, the postal facilities afforded by the Gov- | 


ernment. 

Mr. PURVIANCE. I ask the gentleman from 
New York whether, in the eastern and middle 
States, there is not an excess of receipts over ex- 
penditures to the amount of over one million dol- 
lars? 


Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Undoubtedly; Iso | 


I was coming to that point. The | 


understand it. 
State of New York is unquestionably included in 
the proposition stated by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania. I must differ entirely from my 
friend from Mississippi, in stating that New York 
is not self-sustaining. If I understand anything 
aright; if I can compute tables of statistics ac- 
curately; it is clear to me that that portion of the 
postal system devoted to the State and city of 
New York iseminently self-supporting. The gen- 
tleman from Mississippi has stated that it is not; 
but the figures will not supportthe assertion. The 
fact stands indisputable, that the receipts for 


postages in New York are largely in excess of | 


expenditures. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I ask whether it is not 
the invariable custom for merchants to charge 
their postal accounts to their customers? 

Mr. SICKLES. If they do, our southern 
friends-are very apt to put it on to the sugar and 
cotton. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. The point is 
whether, by reason of the position of the city, its 
commercial and local advantages, the receipts for 
postages in New York, are notlargely above the 
expenditures ? 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. Will the gentle- 
The 
expenses of the ocean mail system are not charged 
to the State of New York, and yet.New York is 


| credited with all the postage received in New 


York upon letters from other parts of the coun- 
try. The State of New York is not charged with 


| the expenses of the ocean mail service, which 


amount to over a million dollarsa sn ramp 
she is credited with a million dollars or more, 
when, in fact, these facilities are intended for the 


| benefit of New York, and she does derive that 
| benefit. 


[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. LETCHER. I desire to submit a remark 
or two in reply to the gentleman from New York. 
It seems to me that itisutterly impossible to make 
with any force or correctness, a comparison in re- 
gard to the advantages or disadvantages connected 
with the postal system between the various States 
of the Union. It is acomparison which cannot be 
made, because we have not the means of arriving 
at a proper or just conclusion in regard to it. But 
I wilt say that the legislation of the country, in 


connection with this ocean mail system, has been | 
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Ties 
of immense advantage to the city of New York 
in concentrating there the commerce of the whole 
country, and making New York the importine 
point for all the balance of the Union. Now, if. 
instead of concentrating all the ocean mail lines 
at New York, and requiring them to start from 
there and return there, those lines had been dis. 
tributed among the various seaports north and 
south, there would have been a marked differ. 
erence in the commercial intercourse and com. 
mercial importance of the various ports of the 
Union. New York would have had her share: 
Philadelphia would have had her share; Balti. 
more would have had her share; and Norfolk 
Charleston, and New Orleans would have had 
theirs. But as it is now, the whole ocean mail 
service of the country is made tributary to New 
York, and concentrates at thag point all the com- 
mercial intercourse and commercial business of 
the land. I do not complain of this, because | 
am gratified to see her prosperity. But when 
‘gentlemen insist that the result of this is not a le. 
gilimate charge to New York in its business with 
the other States of the Union, they do injustice 
to those States whose intercourse, postal and 
otherwise, is with that city. 

Now, sir, it seems to me that, so far as this 





| matter is concerned, we ought to make, if it can 


be done, and I think it can be done, the Post Of. 
fice Department of the United States self-sustain- 
ing. Why, sir, how was it done in the earlier 
days of the Government, when the country was 


| nothing like as prosperous as it is at this period, 





| supporting Department. 


| tles. 


| shall.’? 


| been offered. 


and when there was nothing like the same amount 
of circulation of gold and silver coin throughout 
the various States of this Union? The Post Of- 
fice Department then sustained itself. Why can 
itnot do so now? I can see no earthly reason 


| why, if under all the disadvantages of past years 


it could support itself, it cannot now, under the 
progress which our country has made, sustain 
itself at the present time, if we will undertake to 
direct our energies and our attention to it, and 
bring it under the control of the legislation of 
Congress. 

Now, | have as high respect for the Postmaster 
General as any gentleman upon this floor—for his 
judgment and his capacity. But I know how this 
thing is managed. I know how it is with my 
own constituents, and [ take it for granted that it 
is the same with the constituents of others. They 
write here complaining of the want of mail facili- 
We go to the Postmaster General and rep- 
resent the matter to him, and these facilities, if 
he thinks they can be granted, are granted, and, 
as a matter of course, the burden is to fall some- 
where. Now, if we will check this thing, we can 
relieve the Postmaster General of responsibility, 
and make the Department self-sustaining. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE, by unanimous con- 
sent, withdrew his amendment to the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I move now to 
amend the amendment of the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia by striking out all after the words, * nor 
I desire to say a few words more in con- 
nection with the subject which is under discus- 
sion, by reason of the amendments which have 
I, sir, am altogether opposed, as I 
said before, to this political and economical heresy 
of making the Post Office Department support 
itself. Iam for retrenchment and reform. I am 
willing to commence and to end with that reform 
embraced within the abrogation of the franking 
privilege. I say that, when that shall be accom- 
plished, the whole reform necessary to that De- 
partment will have been effected by the repre- 
sentatives of the people of the United States in 
Congress assembled. But, sir, there is no truth 


| in the‘assertion that, in any other sense than that, 


the Post Office Department should be made a self- 
Why, sir, it is to the 


/arm of that Department that is to be attributed 
| our increasing millions of dollars annually. Who 


has ever known, in this or any country, the chan- 
nels of commerce to be opened unless they had 
been pioneered by your postal facilities and postal 
communications? Why is it that English com- 


merce is far in advance of ours down each coast of 


South America? Is it not that while the commu- 


| nications from American factors are upon the 


isthmus waiting there the facilities and agencies 
towards the northern portion of the continent, 
those of the English factors are on their way to 
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London and back again, by reason of the facili- 
oe afforded to their communications? It is for 
hic yeason that, out of the $70,000,000 for the 
st eighteen'months sent from Chili, we, in Amer- 
ica, have had but $11,000,000 thereof. 

Mr. CURRY. 1 would ask the gentleman if 
the postal system of Great Britain is not self- 
«staining, and if there is nota large excess of 
eyenue arising therefrom? 

' Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. It is self-sustain- 
ine, and for the reason that England, in the first 
piace, and now, extends postal facilities to her 
‘ean service. 

Mr.SICKLES. Allow me to make a sugges- 
tion just there. The local service of Great Brit- 
ain is self-sustaining, but they do not put into 
the account the sums referred to by my colleague. 
That is a dotation fer foreign service, and with 
these included, the overplus would be millions. 
And | would like to add, that England does not 
charge these sums which she gives for ocean mail 
service to the postage account at all, but regards 
that as a commercial expenditure. 

Mr. CURRY. 1 would ask the gentleman if 
the excess of postage will not more than pay for 
that ocean Servicer 

Mr. SICKLES. It does not approach it. 

Mr. CURRY. The excess is $5,000,000. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Mr. Chairman, itis 
evidently unjustand unwise to test this question 
by any such considerations as have been advanced 
upon this floor to-day. Why, sir, itisimproper to 
say that New York, or any State in the northeast, 
is not entitled to her balance stated favorably in 
respect to the accounts of the Post Office Depart- 
ment, because, forsooth,that balance is contributed 
from other quarters. As well might you say that 
the letters which come into the office at the city 
of New York from the country of New York, 
because they are contributed from the country, 
shall not, therefore, be carried to the city. Why, 
these balances are to be carried to the city for the 
simple reason that she enjoys advantages of po- 
sition and location and character, commercial and 
otherwise; and it is because of those advantages 
that other parts of the country are made tributary 
to her; tributary because of her natural position; 
because of her rightful advantages; and until the 
possession of those advantages shall have been 
annulled and obliterated, she will be enjoying 
what she has a right to enjoy naturally and figu- 
ratively among her sister States of the Union. 
And when other ports shall enjoy the same natu- 
ral advantages and the same artificial advantages, 
by reason of the increased energy and elasticity 
of their citizens, they, too, will be entitled to the 
same balances; nor should there be a reduction 
or abatement on account thereof. 

Mr. MOORE, Ihave no hope that the Post 
Office can be made self-sustaining at this time; 
but | am in favor of reducing the expenditures of 
that Department whenever it can be done without 
injury to the public. 1] think the mails might be 
carried to the Pacific States at a greatly reduced 
cost to the Government. The sea service from 
New York to Astoria, via Panama and San Fran- 
cisco, cost $860,750. ‘The overland service to the 
Pacific cost $1,595,038. Total of sea and over- 
land service, $2,455,788. 

The revenue derived from the Post Office Department in 
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Mr. Chairmain, I was surprised to hear the gen- 
tleman from New York charge that the deficiency 
in the revenue for the Post Office Department in 
the other States had to be supplied, in part, by 
the surplus realized in his State and city. 

Mr. SICKLES. If the gentleman refers to 
me, I desire to explain. 

Mr. MOORE. | did refer to the gentleman. 

Mr. SICKLES. Then I desire to correct the 
gentleman by saying that I made no such charge. 
1 repelled the charge from the other side, that the 
deficiency in the Post Office Department came 
from the service rendered in the city of New 


| York from the ocean lines. I denied it. I said 
that the ocean lines from New York cost nota 
farthing to the Government; that they received 
only the postage. I made no charge. I merely 
repelled one which had been made on my State. 

Mr. MOORE. | accept the explanation of the 
gentleman. New York is the great center and em- 
porium of this country; all other portions to some 
extent pay tribute to her, and this accounts for the 
fact of the surplus in the Treasury on account of 
the Post Office Department in that city and State. 
Besides this, none of the postages now derived 
from the American ocean steamers from New 
York are now paid into the Treasury. 

Mr. SICKLES. Lask the gentleman whether 
he would charge New York with the entire ex- 
pense incurred for carrying the mails to Califor- 
nia and New Orleans, merely because the steamer 
starts from New York? 

Mr. MOORE. New York is the principal bene- 
ficiary. It is there that the steamers start; there 
they are loaded and unloaded; and there the pas- 
sengers, both going and coming, are congregated. 

Mr. SICKLES. Why, sir, ifa letter is written 
in Baltimore or Washington, or in any of the 
eastern States, and transmitted to New York to 
be forwarded to California or New Orleans, the 
writer of the letter is the beneficiary, and not New 
York. 

Mr. MOORE. That is true; and so letters 
which are written by New York merchants, to 
any part of the country, are transported for their 
benefit. ‘Phe gentleman also states that the 
amount paid to the Bremen, Havre, Liverpool, 
| and other steamship ocean lines, cost the Govern- 

ment nothing. 

Mr. SICKLES. Not one dollar goes out of 
| the Treasury for that service. They only re- 
ceive the amount of the postages. 

Mr. MOORE. How can the gentleman con- 
tend that the ocean lines from New York cost the 
Government nothing, when these lines receive 
every dollar of sea and inland postage by the 
United States steamers—as follows: from New 
York to Liverpool, $7,135 per trip; from New 
York to Havre, $7,491 per trip; from New York 
| to Bremen, $8,621 per trip—amounting for the 

year to $399,706? 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I move to amend 
the amendment of the gentleman from Virginia, 
by adding the following: 

Provided, That the mail sea service between New York 
and Havana, Cuba, and between New York and New Or 


leans, shall be discontinued from and after the Ist of July 
; next. 


Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. 


tion of order. 


I rise to a ques- 
This bill provides merely for the 


inland mail service. There is another appropria- | 


tion bill known asthe mail steamer appropriation 
bill, to which the gentleman’s amendment, if in 
order at all, would apply. I submit that his 
amendment is not in order to this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment is not in 

_order. There is no provision in this bill making 
appropriations for the ocean mail service. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Well, sir, I] should 
have finished what I had to say by this time, if 
the gentleman had let megoon. I move to amend 
the amendment of my colleague, by adding, ‘‘un- 
less the exigencies of the public service demand 
i” c 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have to say in refer- 
ence to the question of postages connected with 

| New York, that it is customary for gentlemen 
| from that State to boast that New York contrib- 
utes largely to the postal revenue of the country, 
far beyond, in amount, to the expenditures on her 
account; but what is the actual fact? Why, sir, 
the correspondents of the merchants of New York 
yay the postage on their letters as now required 
es fairs and those merchants charge their corre- 
spondents with the postage on their replies. For 
instance: if I write a letter to New York, I pay 
the postage on my letter; I receive an answer 
| from the merchant to whom I have written, and 
for the postage paid by him upon it, he charges 
me in my account with him. 

Mr. MORGAN. Why, I never heard of such 
athing. The New York merchants do not en- 
gage in so small business. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 
to be the case. 


That I understand 
Gentlemen boast of the large 


sums collected in the city of New York, and the | 
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committee can now see how little is really paid 
from the resources of that city. 

Mr. Chairman, there is another matter I wish 
gentlemen to look to. There are three steamer 
lines from New York—one to Havana, one to New 
Orleans, and one to Aspinwall—all of which are 
heavily paid by the Government and kept up by 
Government money, and all of which are in direct 
conflict with the various railroad lines from New 
York to New Orleans. There is a sea line from 
Charleston to Havana fully equal to all passenger 
and mail necessities. Thatfrom New York to New 
Orleans is wholly unnecessary, and thatfrom New 
York to Aspinwall may be advantageously super- 
seded by rail to New Orleans, and steam thence, 
and which would secure quicker time, and at a 
great saving of public money. Millions have been 
expended in the construction of railroads between 
New York and New Orleans, by which superior 
and perfect security has been given to the mails 
and ample accommodation to the traveling pub- 
lic. Now, Lask why those sea lines should be 
kept up at an enormous expense, wholly without 
necessity, and to the deep prejudice of that great 
system of rails which connect those two cities? It 
should seem that a reform called for by justice 
and economy ought to be adopted. 

I want gentlemen who are interested in the rzil- 
road lines to which I refer, to take notice that the 
sea-going service regularly takes from them hun- 
dreds and thousands of passengers. Why should 
the Government, without public necessity, expend 
hundreds of thousands of dollars to create a mis- 
chievous rivalry of the railroad lines between New 
York and New Orleans? Yet, sir, such is the fact; 
and I protest against it; I protest against this rank 
injustice. Why, sir, we can now go from New 
York to New Orleans in four days and a half by 
railway, and that soon to be reduced, and then in 
— or four days we can go to Aspinwall. By the 
steamers from New Yorkittakes gine days. Why 
adopt a system which deprives the railroads be- 
tween these extreme points of the legitimate busi- 


| ness to which they are fairly entitled? If this be 


not the proper place to correct it, I will take care 


| to offer an amendment to effect it when that time 


arrives. 

Mr. SICKLES. Mr. Chairman, I am happy 
to hear from the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
Smirv] that New York is indebted entirely for her 
population, for her commerce, her shipping, her 
wealth, andresources, to the generosity of those 


| who, like himself and his neighbors, have chosen 


itas the channel for commercial intercourse solely 
from patriotic, philanthropic, and self-sacrificing 
impulses. I had always thought before that com- 
mon sense people were governed in their choice 


| of a depot of import and export, of purchase and 


sale, of trade and commerce, by ordinary mer- 


/cantile reasoning; that they went to New York 
to transact their business because it was their in- 


terest to go there; and that the gentleman, if he 
would go to California or Europe, would embark 
from New York instead of some port in Vir- 


'ginia, because it has more conveniences and ad- 


vantages to do so. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Permit me to inter- 
rupt you. 

Mr. SICKLES. I cannot. I did not interrupt 
the gentleman. The gentleman makes up a post- 
age account between New York and other States 
with the most extraordinary confusion of ideas, 

Mr. BURNETT. I dislike to interrupt the gen- 
tleman, but I wish to stop this debate. I insist 
that gentlemen shall confine their remarks to the 
amendment pending, either ig favor or in oppo- 
sition to it. 

Mr. SICKLES. 
ment. 

Mr. BURNETT. But the gentleman’s remarks 
are not relevant to the pending amendment. 

Mr. SICKLES. They are relevant to the re- 


1 am opposing the amend- 


| marks of the gentleman from Virginia. The gen- 


| not fair to make it upon me ‘now. 


tleman should have made his point sooner. It is 
I am answer- 
ing thespeech already made, withoutinterruption, 
in favor of the amendment. The gentleman from 
Virgbnia says that other people pay the postage 
on New York letters. Hie says that letters to 
New York are prepaid. Be it so. If they are 
prepaid, they are paid at the point from which 
they are sent, and they do not go to the credit of 
the New York account. The returns from New 
York, therefore, do not embrace this amount. 
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The only portion which goes to the credit side of 
that account, is that which is paid in New York. 
Then the gentleman says the New York mer- 
chants charge their customers in their bills with 
all the postage. As a general proposiuon, Il deny 
that statement. ‘There are instances, doubtless, 
where merchants do charge postage, In their ac- 
counts. I have heard of such things; but the in- 
stances, | am confident, are rare. ‘They do not 
constitute the general rule. Even if the postages 
were put into the account by the New York mer- 
chants, it proves nothing. Those who transact 
business with New York, would take thatcharge in- 
to consideration with many others, making up the 
aggregate cost of production of their commodiues. 
We might as well argue that we pay the postage of 
other sections because we buy what they produce. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. Allow me to make a 
suggestion. 

Ir. SICKLES. 
are through. 

Mr. Chairman, one of my colleagues [Mr. 
Russer.) has taken the pains to make out an 
exact statement of the expenditures and receipts 
for postage in the northern and southern States, 
by way of comparison. This statement ought 
to satisfy gentlemen of the South that they have 
the best of the copartnership so far as postal fa- 
cilities to the whole country are concerned; the 
comparison does not place them in a very envia- 
ble position; we paying nearly all the revenue 
into the Department for their benefit. While they 
talk of increasing postages and making the De- 
partment self-sustaining, we, of course, will have 
to double our contributions. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Chairman, 1 did not ex- 
pect to take part in this debate, for the simple 
reason that we spend altogether too much ume in 
talking, and decidedly too little in advancing the 
business of the country. But, sir, the remarks 
of the gentleman from Mississippi, [Mr. Barxs® 
aa) made on this floor a few days since, to 
the effect that no State in this Union collected 
postal revenue sufficient to pay the postal ex- 
penses within her limits, and as my recollection 
was at variance with that of the gentleman from 
Mississippi, | was led to an examination of the 
report of the Postmaster General, and found the 
gentleman was in error. And, sir, as the exam- 
ination exhibited a very novel state of things not 
generally understood, as | believe, I have taken 
the trouble to prepare the table referred to by my 
colleague, and to which | most earnestly call the 
attention of this House and of the whole country. 

Particularly do I call the attention of southern 
gentlemen to this exhibit, with a view of showing 
them the great wrong that would be inflicted upon 
us of the North by doubling the present rates of 
postage, and to assure them that such a proposi- 
tion will never be entertained by the northern 
States fora moment. For the present we are con- 
tent with the present rates, notwithstanding the 
JSact that we pay largely in excess «f our fair propor- 
tion of the postal expenses of the Post Office Depart- 
ment over that of the southern States. But, sir, 
when a change in the present rates of postage is 
made, my word for it, it will be to reduce, in 
place of to increase, the present rates. Having 
said this much, I send to the Clerk’s desk the ta- 
bles of revenue, expenditures, and deficiencies of 
the Post Office Department in the NoRTHERN and 
in the sournern States for the year 1858, and | 
trust the exhibit will have the effect to stifle fur- 
ther efforts on the part of the friends of a self- 
sustaining Post Office Department to an increase 
of the present rates of postage: 


I will when my five minutes 


FREE STATES. 

Table of revenue, expenditures, and deficiencies for postal 
service tn the free States, for the year 1858. 
Revenue. 
$153,152 85 
105,414 87 
100,379 16 
565,63 14 
61,054 47 


Expendituy es. Deficiencies. 
$209,676 10) $56,523 25 
113,275 65 7,060 78 
135,045 16 34,606 00 
435,236 93 - 
45.493 60 - 


tins bine ks 
New Hampshire. 
Vermont......... 
Massachusetts, .. 
Rhode Isiand.... 


Connecticut...... 199,024 42 209,451 75 10,127 33 
New York....... 1,458,711 39 1,154,111 37 - 

New Jersey..... 121,272 46 154,456 09 33,192 63 
Pennsytvania.... 617,756 85 642,1 3 57 24,346 72 
Michigan........ 165,822 09 274,897 29 109.075 20 
Wisconsin...... - 185,238 41 205,953 67 20,725 26 
Uilinois.......... 440,865 58 627,628 74 186,763 16 
ORalO.ccescesess. 503,019 06 780.776 10 3=6277,757 04 


Indiana.......... 192.448 2 
Ee anacea vccess 


California. .....+- 


361,234 65 
156,791 90 213,260 57 56,478 67 
256,746 42 283,420 57 26,674 15 


$5,285,791 30 B5,840.021 81 $1,019, 61 


169,686 42 
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| speak to the amendment. 


, | 

From which deduct for excess receipts over disburse- | 
ments for New York, Massachusetts, and Rhode Is- 
Bae weccee ode pSe 656 PeSSbE be06 bene 4400 . 450.557 10 





$562,300 51 


SOUTHERN STATES. 


Table of revenue, expenditures, and deficiencies for postal 
service for the southern States for 1858. 
Revenue. 


Expenditures. Deficiencies. 
$176,018 63 


Maryland.......+ $298,671 08 122.652 45 


Delaware...... ee 21,822 03 32,702 93 10,880 90 
i e- 242,95) 08 473.848 42 230,897 34 
North Carolina... 81,405 08 230.581 88 149,176 80 
South Carolina... 101,144 66 924.599 59 183,454 93 
OES dc cvccets 161.616 86 348.801 20 187.284 34 
Florida...... ee 24.683 43 156,888 20 132,204 77 
Alabama......... 1l11,091 69 248.749 63 137,658 94 
Mississippi...... ° 88,458 48 332.507 78 244,049 30 
 iGuk es sexe 85,499 49 472,299 92 386.800 52 
Kentucky........ 140.049 04 260,031 19 119,982 15 
Louisiana........ 180,042 11 565,190 95 485,148 8&9 
Tennessee....... 118,813 61 228,152 71 109,339 10 
Missouri........ ° 190,180 02 448,509 66 258,329 64 


35,726 54 244,589 09 


Arkansas........ 208,863 55 


$1,760,502 66 $4,727,226 28 $2,966,723 62 


rl 











Territories are excluded in this table, both as to revenue 
and expenditures. 

Thus it will be seen that the total postal expenditures for 
all the northern or free States, is............. 685,846,022 

Gross amount of revenue paid by the same,is 5,283,721 





Total deficitin receipts as to expenditures, is... $562,301 
or equal to about nine per cent.; or, in other words, the 
northern States pay $910 for every 31,000 expended by the 
Department for postal services within their State limits. 

The southern or slave States, being less densely popu- 
lated, show quite a different state of things. The total postal 
expeuditures for all the southern or slave States, for the year 
RO Osis 60s Gamaen sees senen sae éunSpes coves bes « $4,727 226 
Gross amountof revenue paid by thesame,is.... 1,766,502 





Total amount of excess of expenditures over 
receipts, is... (mops ne et bs 5seeoeeyeee 

or equal to sixty one per cent.; in other words, the southern 
States pay about $390 tor every $1,000 expended by the 
Department for postal services within their State limits. 

Of the thirty two States named in the Postmaster Gen - 
eral’s report, only three pay a surplus of receipts in the 
Treasury over their postal expenditure: to wit, New York, 
Massachusetts, and Ryode Island, as follows: 


New York pays an excess Of....... os .sc0es $304,600 00 
Massachusetts pays an excess of........... - 130,396 21 
Rhode Island pays an excess of............ « 15,560 87 

Making a total of..... eo cccenccccccesecces GAMO? O8 


Mr. Chairman, it has been denied, over and 
over again, by gentlemen on this floor, that New 
York is gelf-sustaining in postages. I assert, 
upon official data, that she is self-sustaining. The 
accompanying tables prove my premises, and I 
repeat they are compiled from the report of the 
Postmaster General. 

Now, sir, it is with pride and great pleasure 
that I call the attention of this committee to the 
proud position of the Empire Strate in this con- 
nection, Sir, New York alone pays $1,154,111 37 


LOBE. 


| 
| 


| already said. 


| me, to move to strike out the word * more:’ 
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will accept the suggestion of a gentleman Near 


P and 


then I shall have a little more to say than | hay, 


Let us end this mattér of rivalry 
between gentlemen in New York and gentlemen 
out of New York; and let us go back to th, 


_amendment of the gentleman from Virginia, a», i 


see how that will work. It is confessed here that 
the Post Office Department is not self-sustaining. 
and it is confessed, on all sides, that to perform, 
all the services of that Department, a larger a}. 
propriation will be needed than is contained in 
this appropriation bill. If gentlemen will look a 
the effect of the proposition of the gentlemay 
from Virginia, they, perhaps, will not be so ready 
to support it; especially those gentlemen who de. 
sire a continuance of the lines from New York oy 
Portland to New Orleans, and of all these greg: 
overland routes which now do so much seryico 


| to the country. If the amendment is adopted, jts 


effect must be to lessen the service; and appre- 
hend it would reduce the service between Wash. 
ington and New York to three times a week. 
That will be the effect of it. I ask gentlemen to 
look at it seriously; and ask themselves, if the 


' Postmaster General is confined to the amount spe- 


cially appropriated in the bill, and that amount 
is not sufficient for the service, whether, as legis. 
lators, desiring to promote the services of the 


| Post Office Department, they are willing to with- 
| draw these mail facilities now enjoyed all over 


the land, and to do it by adopting the amend- 


| ment of the gentleman from Virginia? 


I do not desire to say anything in regard to the 
ocean mail service; yet, if a little of that might 
be distributed, and a little of it given to Philadel- 
phia, Baltimore, Norfolk, Charleston, and New 


| Orleans, it would add elasticity and courage to 
| their citizens, and increase the material and arti- 
| ficial advantages which they have in the com- 


mercial relations of the country. I am anticipat- 


ing a little the time when we shall have the ocean 
| mail steam appropriation bill before us; and when 
| it comes before us, J trust we will exercise an en- 
_ lightened intelligence, and adopta plan which will 
| distribute that service all over the Union, and not 
' confine it to New York, which has so many na- 


tural, commercial, and artificial advantages. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BRANCH. Iam opposed to the amend- 
mentof thegentleman from Pennsylvania, because 
I am in favor of the amendment of the gentleman 
from Virginia, and shall oppose anything which 
will tend to defeat it. I think that the debate has 


| taken a wider range than is justified by the amend- 


revenue into the Treasury from postal receipts; ° 


whereas the entire southern States only pay 
$1,760,502; thus showing that New York alone 
pays about sixty per cent. as much revenue into | 
the Post Office Department as the entire South. 
New York and Massachusetts, or New York and 
Pennsylvania, paying as much or more than the 
combined South. This showing ought to satisfy 
the friends of a self-sustaining Post Office De- 
partment that it would be unjust and unfair to 
the North, unequal and illiberal in every sense, | 
and that the people of the North will never con- | 
sent to an increase in the rates of postage. The 
are for progress; and when a change is effected, 
it will be to reduce in place of to increase the pres- 
ent rates. 
Mr. FLORENCE. I move to amend the | 
amendment, by striking out any word. I have 
had—— 
Mr. LETCHER. Will the Chair announce | 
the amendment of the gentleman from Pennsyl- | 
vania? ” 
The CHAIRMAN. Thegentlemar from Penn- | 
sylvania will indicate what word he proposes to 
strike out. 
Mr. FLORENCE. I move a pro forma amend- 
ment, to strike out any word; and | propose to | 
{Laughter. } 
I rise to a question of order. | 


Mr. MORGAN. 


The gentleman moves to amend, by striking out | 


., obliged to him for the information. 


‘*any word.’’ There are no such words in the 
bill. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Well, sir, the erudition of | 
the gentleman is most wonderful; and Iam much | 


However, I 





| priated by the bill. _ 
| 1s insufficient for this Department to draw from 
| the public Treasury, let them move to increase 


ment of my friend from Virginia. Gentlemen 
have discussed it as if it were a proposition to 
curtail the postal services of the country. There 
is not any such thing in the amendment, accord- 
ing to my understanding of it. The amendment 
is simply a proposition that the Postmaster Gen- 
eral shall not expend in the year more than is 
appropriated by Congress. It is not a question 
as to whether the postal services shall be curtailed, 
but whether the Ine General, like all the 
other Executive officers of this Government, shall 
be subject to law, or shall be above the law. If 
gentlemen think that the amount appropriated by 
this bill is not sufficient to furnish all the postal 
service to the country which it needs, I respect- 
war submit to them that the proper mode to pro- 
ceed is to propose to increase the amount appro- 
If they think that ¢3,800,000 


that amount. If their object is to increase the 
postal facilities, let them increase the amount ap- 
propriated for postal facilities. 

But I submit to the committee that the amend- 
ment proposed by the gentleman from Virginia 
does not raise that question. It is simply a ques- 
tion as to whether the Postmaster General shal! 
be confined to law, or whether the Treasury of 
the United States shall be placed at his disposal. 
Why, sir, engaene any gentleman should pro- 
pose here to allow the Secretary of War, the Sec- 
retary of the Navy, or any other Executive officer 
of this Government, to spend money ad libitwm; 


the United States himself, who is elected by the 
eople, and responsible to them, spend money at 
is discretion, out of the public Treasury: how 
many voices would be raised in favor of it? Iun- 
dertake to say, notone. But here is a proposiuion 


woppene it was proposed to let the President of 
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